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FOREWORD 


I gladly agreed to the request of Shri S. R, Kul- 
karni that I should write the foreword to his book on 
Kashmir, because it is a very appropriate publication 
dealing with one of the live topics and burning poli¬ 
tical problems of the day which have been grievously 
misunderstood in quarters where they were least 
expected. The Kashmir issue has not been scientifi¬ 
cally studied in a detached manner free of passion on 
the basis of ail its facts and documents from its very 
origin. It is well-known that it originated in the 
circumstances which were the creation of Pakistan. 
It was after all Pakistan’s invasion of Kashmir that 
forced Kashmir to accede to India as the last resort for 
her defence against that invasion. 

It may be proved beyond doubt that this invasion 
launched by Pakistan upon Kashmir was not a decision 
taken on the spur of the moment by what are called 
tribal raiders in a state of emotional excitement but 
was a part of a premeditated design on the part of 
Pakistan itself who had planned it quite ahead of the 
actual date of invasion in October, 1947 and were con¬ 
sidering heforehand ways and means of financing and 
organising the invasion. Light is thrown on this 
obscure point in the episode concerning the origin of 
this invasion by a statement of Afridi leaders publish¬ 
ed in the TRIBUNE of Ambala on September, 26. 
1951. In the statement, the Afridi leaders Malik 
Wall Khan, Malik Said Ahmed and Malik JelaTKhan 
gava a first hand account of the circumstances in which 



Afridis took part in the invasion of Kashmir in Octo¬ 
ber, 1947: 

'At the outset, we think it necessary to state that 
we are leaders of Afridi Pukhtoons (Tathans) and 
took part in the Kashmir invasion of October, 1947 with 
an army of ten thousand men. 

"We are shocked to read the speech in the 
Security Council of Sir Zafrullah Khan, Foreign 
Minister of Pakistan, that Kashmir invasion was the. 
result of the tribal Pukhtoons’lust for loot and rape.. 
It is a lie. We did not go to Kashmir at our own 
accord. On the contrary all the leaders of Pakistan 
including Mr. Laiqat Ali Khan came to Rawalpindi 
and appealed to us for help in the name of ‘Jehad’ 
(that was long before October). Pakistan Government 
supplied us with the necessary war material... 
rifles, cartridges, michine guns, hand grenades, military 
lorries, ample supplies of Petrol. The entire campaign 
was organised, directed and controlled by Pakistan 
regular Army Officers who ordered our men to loot 
helpless villagers who were all Moslems like ourselves.”. 

The next important document for the object.' 
is the letter written on October, 26,1947 by Maharajah 
Hari Singh to Lord Mountbatten. The Maharajah 
in that letter complained, ‘Though we have got a 
Standstill Agreement with the Pakistan Government, 
that Govern ment permitted a steady and increasing 
strangulation of supplies like food, salt and petrol to 
my State.’ 

‘Afridis, soldiers in plain clothes and desperadoes ‘ 



with modern weapons have been allowed to infiltrate 
into the State, at first in the Poonch area, then from 
Sialkot and finally in a mass in the adjoining Hazara 
District on the Ramkote side. The number of women 
who have been kidnapped and raped makes my heart 
bleed. The wild forces thus let loose on the State are 
marching on with the aim of capturing Srinagar as a 
first step to overrunning the whole State. The mass 
infiltration of the tribesmen drawn from distant areas 
of the North-West Frontier Province coming regularly 
in motor trucks, using the Mansehra-Muzaffarabad 
Road and fully armed with up-to-date weapons, cannot 
possibly be done without the knowledge of the Pro¬ 
vincial Government of North West Frontier Province 
and the Government of Pakistan.’ 

‘With the conditions obtaining at present in my 
State and the great emergency of the situation as it 
exists. I have no option but to ask for help from the 
Indian Dominion. Naturally, they cannot send the 
help asked for by me without my State acceding to 
the Dominion of India. I have accordingly decided 
to do so, and I attach the Instrument of Accession for 
acceptance by your Government,’ 

The invasion was actually launched on 22nd 
October, 1947 by gangs of Afridis, Wazirs, Masoods, 
Swaiths and Pakistan Soldiers who advanced in 200-300 
military lorries. These raiders on reaching Baramulla 
left there only 1000 people alive out of its population 
of 14000. As stated by Sheikh Mohammed Abdulla, 
‘It was not an ordinary, type of, invasion which 



observed no canons of warfare. Tribesmen who 
attacked the State in thousands killed, burnt, looted 
and destroyed whatever came their way and in this 
savagery no section of the people had escaped. Even 
nuns and nurses of the Catholic Mission were either 
killed or brutally maltreated. At this supreme hour 
of crisis, the entire people of Kashmir rose like a 
solid barrier against the aggressor. They halted his 
on-rush. Some of these defenders rose to great 
heights of heroism. Who can help being moved by 
the saga of crucified Sherwan, Adbul Aziz, Brij 
Rajendra Singh, Prem Pal, Sardar Ranjit Singh, even 
militia boys like Pusbkar Nath Zeedan, Somnath Bir, 
Ismat among scores of other names and unnamed 
heroes of all communities. But we, though rich in 
human material, lacked war equipment and trained 
soldiers. 

The fact of the matter is that Kashmiris, forget¬ 
ting their differences of caste, colour and creed, fought 
to a man in defence of their common cause of free¬ 
dom, in defence of their hearths and home against 
those Pakistani invaders whom they did not count as 
their liberators. At this juncture in their national 
struggle, they were encouraged by the inspiring 
message sent by Mahatma Gandhi urging that Mos¬ 
lems, Hindus and Sikhs should fight against their 
foreign foe for their freedom, like Spartans dying in 
the pass of Thermopylae, as examples of a living 
national unity to the rest of India. 

ft is somewhat strange that this naked and 



unabashed aggression committed by Pakistan against 
Kashmir was denied by the Government of Pakistan 
by a document formally filed by them in the Security 
Council. That document states } 

The Pakistan Government emphatically repu¬ 
diate the charges that they have supplied military 
equipment, transport and supplies to the invaders 
and that Pakistan officers are training and guid¬ 
ing or otherwise helping them'. 

The submission of this document was followed by 
the despatch of a U. N, Commission to India to study 
facts on the spot. The facts could not any longer he 
concealed. Truth will triumph. In July, 1948 the 
Foreign Minister of Pakistan had to admit before the 
commission that the Pakistan Army was fighting in 
Kashmir, The Commission further held that the 
invasion was contrary to International Law. 

„ Further proof of Pakistani aggression came to 
light later in the statement made by Pakistan’s own 
administrators. 

In his speech before the Legislative Assembly of 
Frontier. Province on March 7, 1949 Premier Abdul 
QyUurn Khan proposing a special grant for tribal raiders 
made the following confession * 

'This House will recall with pride the fact that 
in our greatest hour of danger the Masoods res¬ 
ponded to our call by rushing p? the rescue of 
the oppressed Moslems of Jammu and Kashmir 
State.’ t 



Again, in the summer of 1952, Khan of M imdot 
claimed from Pakistan Government a sum of Rs. 68,000 
in re-payment of the money he had advanced to finance 
this invasion of tribesmen. 

After the formality of the accession of this State 
to India was gone through. Lord Mountbatten made 
the statement that the accession would be ratified by 
an expression of the peoples' will after the State 
returned to normal conditions. At the same time, he 
was careful to make it clear that the peoples’ will could 
be ascertained by any of the four following methods 
namely s— 

1. Referendum. 

2. Plebiscite. 

3. Election. 

4. Any representative public meeting. 

It should be understood that Lord Mountbatten's 
offer to ascertain the will of the Kashmiris in respect 
of accession was only by way of a generous gesture 
extended towaids them on the basis of highest ethical 
principles. But unfortunately politics has no place 
for ethics. What was meant as a measure of ap¬ 
peasement of a war-worn people is now being 
construed by the enemies of their freedom as a legal 
obligation instead of a domestic issue between the 
parties concerned. 

Accession under the Indian Independence Act 
of 1947 was left completely to the will of the,State 
concerned and when it was offered by a State 
it must be taken as complete in law and fact, unreserved 



and irrevocable. Accession once offered cannot be 
reopened and cancelled under any law. In U. S. A/s 
history, attempt at secession after accession was resisted 
by a war even by the pacifist and the constitutional 
President like Abraham Lincoln. Kashmir had signed 
the same instrument of accession as the other States 
of India. This signature was offered not merely by 
the then legal Government of Kashmir consisting of 
Maharajah and his Council of Ministers; but it was 
also confirmed by the representative popular Assembly 
of Kashmir known as National Conference under its 
leader Sheikh Abdulla who was all along with the 
Maharajah in the completion of this fateful tran¬ 
saction, 

India is quite conscious of the moral commitment 
and implications involved in the offer to have the 
accession ratified by an expression of the peoples’ 
will. But to whom was this offer made ? It was 
not made to any foreign or external authority which ' 
has nothing to do with the State, It concerns only 

two parties, India and Kashmir, and no other. It is a 
matter to be settled between them without the inter¬ 
vention of a third party. India on her part has satisfied 
herself as to the wishes of the people, as expressed in 
the elections to their Constituent Assembly held on 
that issue. At the same time accession was formally 
ratified by a special Resolution of the Constituent 
Assembly, Thus India has indeed gone much farther 
in the matter than was required. 

One of the four methods which Lord Mountbatten 
mentioned for ascertaining the will of the people 



concerned was that which was whittled clown to any 
representative public meeting. The Resolution of 
a duly elected' Legislature is certainly a far more 
satisfactory expression of the peoples’ will than that 
of a ‘representative public meeting, as was stipulated 
by Lord Mountbatten in his proposal. India treated 
the vote of the Constituent Assembly as amounting 
to a plebiscite for which there is so much of interested, 
mischievous and hostile clamour. 

But I have myself a primary question to raise, 
in connection with the demand for plebiscite from 
parties who have no legal right to make such a 
demand. In my opinion, the plebiscite was only 
confirmed in the Resolution of the Constituent 
Assembly- It was really recorded much earlier at the 
very origin of the Kashmir problem. On the occasion 
of the grim tragedy of Pakistan’s invasion of Kashmir, 
what was the attitude of the Kashmiris towards it ? 
How did they behave when confronted by this 
invasion ? Did they fraternise with the invaders as 
their liberators, friends and kinsmen ? If they had 
done it, there would have been an end of the matter 
in a peaceful and spontaneous accession of Kashmir 
to Pakistan. But, no ! the Kashmiris treated the 
Pakistani as their enemy. Their nationalism was 
stronger than the religious bond which united them 
to the invader. The Kashmiris as a people were 
ready^o face death in defence of their freedom which 
they valued more than religion of which freedom is 
the essence. They indeed recorded their first and 
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final plebiscite in favour of accession to India not by 
recording it in ink on paper, It was written in blood 
which they shed in fighting the foe. Why should they 
again be called upon to go through a plebiscite after 
sacrificing their blood and life for it. Is not this bloody 
tecord of plebiscite more legal and final than any other 
form of plebiscite which may be contrived by artificial 
and disingenuous political device. 

In conclusion, I should like to state that much 
water has run down the Indus since accessions. Nearly 
a third of the territory of Kashmir is being unlawfully 
held by Pakistan and their henchmen, the tribal 
raiders who have defied the U. N/s decision that they 
should disarm and disband themselves and leave 
Kashmir territory. They are still holding on to it in 
defiance of the decision of the U. N. 

In the meanwhile, during these ten years, the 
Kashmir 'State has continued its normal and natural 
functions in the process of its evolution as a living 
political organism. India has poured out her bounty 
in streams of plenty towards the rehabilitation of the 
State devastated by Pakistan invasion. The Kashmir 
State has acquired a new momentum towards its moral 
and material progress Under conditions of surprising 
stability not known in her history. Now the burden 
of proof rests on those who challenge Kashmir’s willing 
consent to become an integral part of the Indian 
Union, It is for them to prove whether India is hold¬ 
ing down Kashmir by force or whether Kashmir has 
fully acquiesced in the accession and are willingly 
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fulfilling their obligations financial and otherwise 
under the laws of Indian Union. 

Certainly, it is not the mission of function of the 
U. N. to unsettle and disintegrate a stabilised State 
and create fresh sources of conflict, as has been rightly 
hinted at in the report of President Jarring. 

I am sure the Indian Public so vitally interested 
in the Kashmir problem for its just solution must 
extend a warm welcome to this very timely publication 
of Shri S. R. Kulkarni whose work on the subject is an 
example of documented dissertation and scholarly 
research on a subject that bristles with inherent con¬ 
troversies influenced by political passion and prejudice. 

I hope this book will receive its due attention 
from all journalists and publicists interested in its 
important theme. 


RADHA KUMUD MOOKERJI, 

M. P, 


New Delhi, 
1st June, 1957. 



CHAPTER 1 

KASHMIR -A DILEMMA 


‘Who has not heard of the vale of Cashmere 
With roses the brightest the earth ever gave. 

Its splendour at parting a summer eve throws. 
Like a bride, full of blushes, when lingering to 
take. 

A last look of her mirror at night ere she goes. 
When maids began to lift their heads, and waked 
to moonlight and to play.’ 

Thomas moore 

Pandit Jawaharlal Nehru, in his poetical flare 
sees the vision of femineity in the natural appeal of 
the Vale of Kashmir embraced within the extended 
arms of snow-clad ranges of Himalayas. This passion 
for the beauty in the natuce intoxicates one who has a 
human soul with the positive look towards life. 

‘Come to my Jhelum, shepherd please. 

To cause thy sheep's thirst appease,,. 

Oh thou-motioned Jhelum 1 

For thee, let me devote my all, O Jhelum! 

How great is thy stateliness, O Jhelum 

The banks of the Jhelum I’ll illuminate to-day 
'The whole of Kashmir I'll illuminate to-day 
O, our groom will come in a Shilcara' to-day’ 

Folk-song* 

This is Kashmir which has earned glamour and 


* Kashmir— ML D. SUFI. 
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prominence in the eyes of the world for its natural 
bounties and its peculiar political set-up in the post¬ 
independence period of India and Pakistan, During the 
past few centuries, Kashmir had been a place of resort 
for peace and pleasure and continued to attract the 
peoples of the different parts of the world. Obviously 
Government of India have included Kashmir, as one 
of the important features, portrayed in their ‘See 
India’ campaign. Contrastingly, Government of India 
will not find any special need to publicise this feature 
as to that extent, debates in the U.N. Security Council 
and elsewhere have contributed to popularising Kash¬ 
mir. Fragrance of the charm of Kashmir has brought 
fame to the people inhabited in the lands resting 
against the divine and magnificient background of the 
snow-clad peeks of Himalayas pierced high up in the 
sky-blue horizon. 

Much water has flown down the Jhelum since 
the political future of Kashmir became a debating 
point. Perhaps, people of Kashmir themselves are not 
aware of what all on the earth is spoken in fair name 
of their prosperity and welfare. Kashmir, which lias 
been termed as Kasliir by one of the Historians on the 
basis of corrupt local accents, is basically an area of 
approximately 84, 471 square miles with a population of 
4,021,6161. This, in comparative terms falls in line with 
Bhopal of India or in size, half the size of Holland or 
more than half of Turkey or one third of Switzerland, 
Viewed from this dispassionate angle with an objective 
of adjudging the truth, the situations have provided 
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capital for political instigations and challenged the sta¬ 
bility and security of the present position as painted by 
way of representation of Kashmir out of context. Curi¬ 
ously enough, international boundaries of Kashmir 
befitting as a flower of fragrance of Indian culture and 
character on the map of the world touch from across 
the lofty ranges of the Him?layas with that of U S.S.R., 
China, Afghanistan and Pakistan, It is amusing 
to ponder if countries other than Pakistan, say China, 
having geographical relationship and to some extent 
even religious and historical connections begin to claim 
Kashmir as a part of their territory, Kashmir with the 
rich past and bright future will he the area of no 
man’s land-receiving the neglect from all the countries 
so concerned due to their claims clashing against each 
other Unlike Korea, Kashmir problem is being fought 
among those who in no way form the part of Kashmir 

problem ; unlike Indo-China, Kashmir which enjoys 
perfect peace and harmony in her domestic spheres is 
made to appear as a burning battle-ground in spite of 
the fact that the civil life in Kashmir is completely 
normalised by the democratic process of having the 
government of their own choice ; unlike Hungary, the 
travellers/tourists from all pairs of the world flow into 
Kashmir and are provided with all facilities for their 
free movement and observation ; unlike Cyprus and 
Algeria, nationalists in Kashmir run the Government 
headed and elected by their own people Various news 
agencies in the world enjoy the privilege of,reportjng 
freely and without any restrictions regarding any inte- 


V 
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rior parts of Kashmir. 

Freedom of press, the right of the people to 
freedom of expression, the right of the individual to 
practise any faith he professes are in no way less 
existent in Kashmir than they are, in any of the most 
advanced parts of the world where the Western type 
of democracy exists. 

Yet, Kashmir forms a subject of International 
display of diplomacy. Political set-up of Kashmiris 
internally sound. In so far as external affairs are 
concerned, due to accession their external affairs are 
the external affairs of India. Unitary nature of the 
Constitution of India does not permit the units within 
the tenitory of India to have their independent poli¬ 
cies in regard to foreign affairs for reasons of national 
integrity, as is the practice within the states of U.S.A., 
U. K„ U. S. S. R., France etc. Thus—a part of 
India is being taken as a subject matter for discussion 
without reference to context of its hinterland and 
its natural relationship with the rest of the parts of 
India. 


By the Indian Independence Act of the British 
Parliament, two dominions? namely, India and 
Pakistan were founded on 15th August, 1947 parti¬ 
tioning the subcontinent previously known as India. 
This dominion status with the proclamation of the 
formation of the two constituent assemblies was 
granted to those parts of the subcontinent—which 
were familiarly known as British India, that is where 
no princely states existed and where the officialdom 
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of provincial British administration administered the 
areas Normally such of the areas which formed 
the bulk majority of Muslims were separated from the 
non-Muslim areas. Such areas lay on the Northern 
and the Eastern sides of the subcontinent. The areas 
where the Muslim majorities prevailed were allowed 
the separate constituent assembly without affecting 
the status of areas peopled by the non-Muslim majo¬ 
rity. Areas comprising of non-Muslim population were 
known as India whereas the areas comprising of the 
Muslim majority were termed as Pakistan- This two 
nation theory was not acceptable to the Indian people 
as a whole, as will be seen from the fact that in elec¬ 
tions held in 1945, the parts of the North West Frontier 
Provinces which now form an important featureof 
the West Pakistan had opted to follow the Indian 
National Congress which rejected the two nat on 
theory. This pact, however, was subjected to referen¬ 
dum boycotted by the Indian National Congress and 
was annexed to Pakistan. 

With a view to avoid continuation of the British 
Rule over the subcontinent and blood-bath arising 
from the genocide of non-Muslims in the areas where 
the Muslims were in majority’ e. g. Noakhali in Bengal, 
West Punjab etc., Indian leaders accepted the lesser 
evil, only as a solution to Indian independence, This 
was, no doubt, motivated by the fair optimism of elimi¬ 
nation of potential danger inherent in disloyalty of 
the unwilling people. 

When partition \yas agreed to and the moment 
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of transfer of power approached nearer question 
regarding the status of the princely states, whose 
existence was made possible with the help of British 
Troops, came to the forefront. In addition to the 
interpretation offered by the British Cabinet Mission, 
the Governor General of India addressed an appeal 
to all the State rulers that they should sign the Instru¬ 
ment of Accession with either of the proposed domi¬ 
nions, Although most of the States one after another 
responded to this appeal, the question of accession of 
these States within the interiors of either of the domi¬ 
nions was not of much uneasiness as these were 
economically and geographically bound to fall with 
their respective dominions. Kashmir however, lay on 
the border of both the states banking equally on the 
support of both the dominions. Radcliffe Committee 
constituted of four judges—two Muslims and two non- 
Muslims including one Hindu and one Sikh-awarded 
a border decision retaining Indian link with Kashmir 
via Gurdaspur in the North West direction. Much 
has been said about this award, but that there 
were two Muslim judges on the committee is the self- 
evident fact that nothing untoward was intended in 
this report. If this be the case, as Pakistanis presume 
the two Muslim judges could have been at liberty to 
dispense with the Radcliffe award before its declaration. 
It does not appeal to commonsense that these gentle¬ 
men with the juEistjc talent of high older should have 
for any reasons continued to share the blame now 
thrown on Radcliffe award when tire other course was 
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open to them. Taking into account the geographical 
and political situation near about Gurdaspur, it would 
have been unnatural co cut off that part of West 
Punjab from India thus hairing India to have her 
legitimate claims. Finally Radcliffe, a personality of 
juristic sense of high order cannot be expected to be 
cowed down to pressures from any quarters. 

Dogra Dynasty, whose descendent signed an Instru¬ 
ment of Accession with India, came into being by 
Treaty of Amritsar. 1846. mutually agreed by the 
British Government and the Maharajah Gulabsingh 
of the Dogra Dynasty. This has been further elaborated 
in the following chapters. Consequent upon the with¬ 
drawal of the British Government from the subconti¬ 
nent, lapse of the Treaty of Amritsar, 1846, converted 
the other party to treaty, namely the Dogra descen¬ 
dent as a sovereign—"By treaty of Amritsar. 1846 
between the British Government and the Maharajah 
Gulabsingh in ratification of the Treaty of Lahore dated 
9th March. 1846. Of all the hilly and mountainous 
country with the dependencies situated to the East¬ 
ward of the rivet Indus and the Westward of the 
river Ravi including Chambal, was transferred and 
made over for ever in independent possession to 
Maharajah Gulabsingh” f 

The 'Tate of Jammu and Kashmir was as much 
sovereign and independent as India and Pakistan were 
after transfer of the Power to Indian and Pakistan 
Governments respectively. This has been further stre- 
t PP55 Two Nation and Kashmir by Lord Birdwood. 
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ngthened in the light of the interpretation offered by 
the British Cabinet Mission. The Maharajah of Jammu 
and Kashmir, in pursuit of the policy of his Govern¬ 
ment sought standstill agreement with both the domi¬ 
nions to retain the nonalignment of Kashmir with 
either of the dominions. Had he been able to presetve 
this status-quo arrangement with the neighbouring 
dominions banking purely on their goodwill the futuie 
of Jammu and Kashmir would have taken different 
turn altogether, perhaps more unfavourable to India 
whose leaders were active participants in the nationa¬ 
list movement of Jammu and Kashmir. This position, 
however, could not last long. Tribesmen came over 
from across the borders, say Abbotbad etc. These tri¬ 
besmen comprised of Afridis.Wana.Wazir, Mohmands, 
Swatis, Bunerwals and Masoods ‘who by tradition are 

most ungovernable, the wildest of the wild commu- 
nity’-t 

» In cry of '"Jehad 1 ( acts of murders having the teli- 
gious sanctions ) and with the consent of Pakistan 
Officials, rapine and plunder at the hands of these tri¬ 
besmen was stored in the lot of the people of Jammu 
and Kashmir. The Maharajah Hari Singh of Kashmir, 
the constitutional guardian of the life and security to 
the subjects reacted sharply in his letter of request 
regarding the accession to India saying.,/to leave my 

State and people to free hooters. This.I will never 

allow to happen so long as I am the ruler of the State 
and 1 have life to defend my country 1 . In the context 
of this aggression by the tribesmen through the Paki- 


t Two Nations and Kashmir by Lord Bird-wood, 
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stan Territory, standstill agreement entered into with 
Pakistan was void in every sense. Maharajah as a natu¬ 
ral consequence looked upon Indian assistance as the 
only alternative, Acceptance of the Instrument of 
Accession offered by Maharajah was a natural coro¬ 
llary to constitutional propriety when Maharajah 
sought Indian assistance to repel the aggression made 
by the tribesmen. While doing so, the Government of 
India observed two things:— 

fi) informed Maharajah that the acceptance of 
the Instrument of Accession was provisional 
subject to its ratification by the people. This 
is in pursuance of the policy of the Govern¬ 
ment of India etc... 

(ii) reported to the United Nations ( after two 
months during which efforts were made with 
Pakistan leaders for settlement of the issue 
but in vain ) of the international aggression 
through the lands of Pakistan by Pakistan 
Nationals. 

The first observation implied the assessment of 
people's will, and accordingly Constituent Assembly 
was elected from amongst and by the peoples of Jammu 
and Kashmir which ratified the accession to India. 
Full history of this ratification is stated in the follow¬ 
ing chapters. 

It will be observed that India on her own made 
a commitment to the Maharajah of Kashmir 
regarding assessment of peoples' wishes in regard to 
ratification of accession. No sane Government in the 
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world with latent diffidence could commit-ex-gratia 
unless results were assured by the circumstancial deve¬ 
lopments. As against it, it would have been perfectly 
in order if India would have accepted the Instrument 
of Accession offered by the Maharajah of Jammu and 
Kashmir without attaching the self-imposing conditions 
of ascertaining the peoples' will for the simple reason 
that when the Sovereign of one state chooses to merge 
into another state by mutual consents of the ruled and 
the rulers alike, no international cannon can forbid 
this act. It is neither compulsory nor conventional to 
refer the matter of the consent to the international 
organisation. This gesture on the part of India does not 
suit the spirit and terminology of coup-de-etat or 
military conspiracy. This is nothing but a product of 
the circumstancial development of the situations caused 
by the international aggression of the tribesmen from 
across the borders through the Pakistan territories. 

Government of India—by means of acceptance 
of the Instrument of Accession offered by the Maha¬ 
rajah of Kashmir—took the moral, legal and political 
responsibility of defending the people of Jammu and 
Kashmir from rapine, plunder and murders to which 
they were subjected by the tribesmen aided by Paki¬ 
stan. The only way out for the Government of India 
was to fight war against Pakistan until every inch of 
the area specified in the Treaty of Amritsar, 1846 was 
liberated and cleared of the tribesmen. Continuation of 
this policy would have brought in the stage of the full 
scale war against Pakistan. With a view to avoid these 
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circumstances approaching the full scale war, Govern¬ 
ment of India found it feasible to seek international 
intervention for promoting the peaceful atmosphere in 
the area. 

While considering the proposals of putting an end 
to gruesome activities of the tribesmen ( these were 
in fact the regiments! of Pakistan forces in civil as 
well as uniform dress ), possibility of war on the terri¬ 
tory of Pakistan was not ruled out as the simple mili¬ 
tary calculations would demand the extermination of 
the invaders to fetch the necessary peace for restoration 
of the civil life in Kashmir. Government of India, in 
their letter to U. N. Security Council made it clear 
that the Government of India may be compelled in 
self-defence to enter into Pakistan territory in order to 
take military action against the invaders- , 

While invoking the provisions under article 35 
of the U. N. Charter, the Government of India repotted 
the matter to the U, N, Security Council *as a situa¬ 
tion likely to endanger the maintenance of the inter¬ 
national peace and security’. When the matter was 
referred to the Security Council, expectations prevailed 
among the Indian public that the United Nations 
would render assistance'in repelling the tribesmen from 
the Indian soil which, otherwise, would have been 
done by waging the war. Nothing else was expected 
from the United Nations except, a piece of mind to 
Pakistan officials for having violated the convention 
regarding international bounderies by the continuous 
f This regiment was m addition to tribesmen noted previously 
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and bulk infiltration of irregulars and Pakistan forces 
on the Indian soil. In context of this, amateur instinct 
prevalent in the proceedings of U, N. Security Council 
of debating the affairs and judging the issue noton 
merits but on eloquence was resented by the Indian 
public so much so that the Government of India was 
strained to pursue the policy of peaceful approach to 
the issue. 

On January 1, 1948, Government of India approa¬ 
ched the United Nations Security Council for redressal 
of their grievances such as (a) Providing facilities to 
the invaders to pass through Pakistan Territory (h) 
allowing the tribesman for stationing their Camps 
on the bases situtated on the soil of Pakistan ( in con¬ 
travention of the bilateral understanding between 
India and Pakistan that no state of war existed between 
these two countries ) in addition to the supply of arms 
and equipments to the tribesmen. The security of India 
was further endangered by recruitment of Pakistan 
nationals in the aggression engineered in the guise of 
invasion by the tribesmen. When the complaint was 
lodged with the United Nations Security Council, Paki¬ 
stan representatives were called-in for pleading theit 
side on this complaint. A couple of weeks passed with¬ 
out any remarkable results due to inability of the 
Pakistan Foreign Minister to be on the scene earlier. 
Pakistan in turn, submitted their explanation lasting 
for about five and half hours. This indicated that the 
position of Pakistan was not so simple as it was plea¬ 
ded for the simple reason that had their been any 
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truth on the side of Pakistan, that could have been 
made known in a point to point reply to Indian com¬ 
plaint which consisted mainly of creation of circum¬ 
stances approaching war on full scale. 

Pakistan did not deny that they have done unlike 
the complaint. They, however, said that they have done 
‘everything short of war’ for pursuading the tribesmen 
from entering into Indian territory hut in vain, Paki¬ 
stan’s reluctance to say anything more than this in 
the matter is understandable for the simple reason 
that the admittance of non-restoration of civil law and 
order within their interior would put them to incon¬ 
venience of getting the investigations carried on their 
own soil. Secondly, if Pakistan who had done 'every¬ 
thing short of war' was unable to prevent the tribes¬ 
men from entrance into Indian territory, it is diffi¬ 
cult to derive any sensible meaning out of the repor¬ 
ted words of the former Governor General of Pakistan 
late Mr. Jinnah to the former Governor General of 
India, Lord Mountbatten, when the former said If you 
do this, I will call the whole ring off in reply to the 
latter’s query of how could he check the tribesmen as 
a prerequisite to assessing the people’ will under the 
joint supervision of two Governor Generals of India 
and Pakistan. This has been stated in the diary of 
John Cambell, Sec. to Lord Mountbatten who was 
present when these words were uttered. 

While confirming to the U, N. Security Council 
that the tribesmen did enter through their territories 
Pakistan qualified this illegal entry into Indian terri- 
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tory amounting to retaliations and reprisals in terms of 
international conventions, by reference to communal 
disturbances arising out of direct action sponsored by 
the founders of Pakistan for its establishment. The 
Security Council was approached for the same comp¬ 
laint as confessed by Pakistan, As a consequence, the 
net result could have been expected to follow in the 
judgement directing Pakistan in the first instance to 
withdraw their forces to their territorial limits. In 
case Pakistan., after confession of violation of inter¬ 
national borders would have expressed inablity to do 
this, U.N. under the joint operations with India, who 
was in a position to do it, could have asked Pakistan to 
withdraw all the irregulars to their regular places. 

Security Council preferred to accept the condi¬ 
tions that qualified Pakistan’s aggression into Indian 
territory, thus giving sanctions to the military opera¬ 
tions outside the scope of the U, N. charter which 
was agreed to as a multilateral arrangement both by 
India and Pakistan. If there were any conditions that 
qualified aggression by Pakistan against India, the 
former would have every privilege to approach the 
international organisation for rectifying those condi¬ 
tions before resorting to the law of jungle of executing 
the self-sponsored judgements. The altitude of the 
Security Council implied consideration of the condi¬ 
tions qualifying the aggression as the main issue, side¬ 
tracking the true complaint. The first visible sign of 
the bias of the Security Council was the change in the 
subjects on the agenda for debates from 'Jammu and 
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Kashmir to ‘India & Pakistan’ to which India objected 
without much gain. In fact, by accepting this position 
in the change of the agenda, the context of the whole 
complaint was changed. It brought to the footing that 
conditions approaching war were prevalent in India 
prior to invasion by Pakistan into Kashmir and that 
in the context of explanation given by Mr. Zafrullakhan 
for liberating their Muslim brethren spread all over 
India, Kashmir was but a first target. The gravity of 
this change in the agenda must be viewed from this 
angle to adjudge the harm it has done to the cause of 
Indian case. 

After certain amount of deliberations in which 
Pakistan stated certain incidents which commonly 
happened in India and Pakistan, Security Council 
apparently decided to go into the background of the 
aggression instead of taking the de facto and de-jure 
positions existing in the lands of Jammu and Kashmir. 

As a result, United Nations commission for India 
and Pakistan was proposed It was composed of two 
members of the Argentine nominated by Pakistan, 
two members of Czechoslovokia nominated by India, 
two members of Columbia and three members of Bel¬ 
gium nominated by the Security Council in addition 
to three members of the U. S. A. nominated by the 
President of the U, N. Security Council. 

On the lines made available by the debates in 
the Security Council, the Commissin consisting 
of represetatives of the above mentioned five countries 
examined Indian appoach to the U, N* Security Cou- 
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ncil for pursuation of Pakistan from abetting and 
aiding the aggression. They came across situation that 
were not directly congenial to the support indicated 
by the U. N, Security Council to Pakistan’s case. The 
existence of the fact revealed that the Pakistan Forces 
were actually deployed on the soil of Kashmir. The 
job of the U. N. C I. P. was assigned as; (A) Restora¬ 
tion of Peace and Order (B) Plebiscite. It plainly 
appears from 'The Danger in Kashmir’ by Mr. Korbel 
who was one of the members of the UNCIP that 
UNCIP was indulging in considering points other than 
the aggression against'Kashmir. Without going into 
much details which only serve to indicate pro-Pakistan 
bias in the issue under discussion, it would be helpful 
to deal with the resolution of the Commission. 

UNCIP brought forth the famous resolution of 
13th August 1948 which m substance had the follow¬ 
ing points''— 

Part I :—( a ) Cessation of hositilities ( b ) establi¬ 
shment of cease-fire line fc) U.N. observers to supervise 
the cease fire line. 

Part 11/A :-fa) Withdrawal of Pakistan Troops 
from the areas of the State Co) To secure withdrawal 
of the tribesmen from areas of the State (c) Pending 
final solution the area occupied by Pakistan will be 
administered by the local authorities under survei¬ 
llance of the Commission, 

Part II/B:—(a) After implementation of part 
II/A above. Government of India will witndraw her 
bulk forces in stages to be agreed upon by the Commi- 
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ssion (b) After withdrawing the bulk-forces India 
would retain the minimum force within the cease fire 
line in order to assist the local authorities in retaining 
law and order (c) India would ensure that protection 
of human and political rights will he made public by 
the Government of Jammu and Kashmir 

Part III:—Upon acceptance of Part II, people of 
Kashmir will be allowed to have free expression. 

Between August ’48 and January 5th, 1949 resolu¬ 
tion, the Prime Minister of India vide his letter dated 
20th Aug, '48, sought clarification in confirmation to 
(a) sovereignty of the State (b) non-recognition of the 
Asad Government of Kashmir (c) non-consolidation 
of territory acquired by the Asad Government of 
Kashmir to the disadvantage of the State of Jammu 
and Kashmir. In their letter dated 25th Aug. 1948, 
UNCIP agreed to all except the point at (c) mention¬ 
ed in the Indian Prime Minister’s letter. 

After the insistent demands by the Govt, of India 
for clarification whether the clause regarding plebiscite 
was conditional subject to fulfilment of the Parts 
I & II of the resolution, this was supplemented by the 
UNCIP resolution dated January 5th, 1949 wherein it 
is clearly stated that only after Part I and II of their 
resolution dated 13th Aug. 1948 wdre carried out that 
the plebiscite will be held. The second fundamental 
point was that the Plebiscite Administrator was to 
derive the authority from the State regime of Jammu 
and Kashmir. 

On 10th September, 1949 With the proposal of 
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Admiral Chester Nimitz being appointed as a Plebi¬ 
scite Administrator, question of disbanding the Azad 
Forces came to the forefront. General McNaugh- 
ten of Canada who was representing his country on 
the U. N. Security Council was summoned to negotiate 
the case further. Gen, McNaughten’s proposals centred 
round fa) progressive withdrawal of regular armies (b) 
disbandment and disarming of the Azad Forces (c) 
Admiral Nimitz vrould work separately with Azad 
Government on one side and the State regime of Jam¬ 
mu and Kahmir on the other side. 

In the Security Council the USA, UK,- Cuba and 
Norway piloted resolution towing the McNaughten 
line of thought. By the passage of Security Council 
resolution dated Match 14th, 1950, Sir Owen Dixon, 
an eminent Australian Judge was assigned to conduct 
further negotiations, The Australian Judge proclaimed 
his inability to achieve the success and attributed his 
failure to non-initiative of the positive proposals by 
the Governments concerned. He contemplated par¬ 
tition along the cease fire line. 

The U.N. Security Council Resolution of March 
30th, 1951 by its implication brought forth the appoint¬ 
ment of Dr. Graham of the United States, Defence 
Manpower Administrator as an Arbitrator. The Govt, of 
India did not recognise the appointment of Dr. Graham 
for obvious reasons. Dr. Graham after deliberations 
with the representatives of both the countries had the 
following proposals to make 

(i) On Patqstan side: Non-Kashmir tribesmen 
will be withdrawn, Pakistan Troops will be 
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withdrawn and large scale disbandment 
will take place. 

(ii) Cn Indian Side: Bulk forces will be with¬ 
drawn, 

Ciii) Plebiscite will be held. 

Then came a move mainly influenced by be Anglo- 
USA opinion, for direct negotiations between the 
Prime Ministers of India and Pakistan. This 
proposal was put into practice as the two Prime Mi¬ 
nisters had entered into detailed correspondence and 
personal discussions acquainting with each other’s point 
of view. The track of the discourse was reaching 
the settlement and the points such as choice of the 
person in an appointment of the Plebiscite Administra¬ 
tor’s position, were solved. The two Prime Ministers 
found an agreement in the choice of the Plebiscite 
Administrator who should be from a country excluding 
the big powers. When such a progressive understanding 
approaching the solution of Kashmir tangle was being 
reached, there flared a news of the proposed If, S. A/ 
Pakistan Arms deal pact. The motives ascribed to this 
Arms Deal vary in interpretations from individual to 
individual. Even the giver and the receiver are not 
holding unanimity about the manner of the disposal of 
the arms received by Pakistan under this aid programme. 
U S. A. have in no ambiguous terms announced that 
the proposed aid is directed against the possible threat 
to the security of Pakistan .from the communist 
countries. Pakistan, however, contends that this secu¬ 
rity is endangered by no country other than their 
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‘only’ 'enemy’ India. As the Government of India 
have more to deal with Pakistan than with the U. S. A 
insofar as the Kashmir issue is concerned, it was quite 
natural that Pakistan’s interpretations would be con¬ 
sidered as more practical in terms and utility of the 
arms received by them. If this be so, the Prime Minister 
of India rightly confirmed that the whole context of 
Kashmir issue will be changed by this arms deal for 
the simple reason that the main issue of demilitarisa¬ 
tion of the Azad Forces would mean nothing if the 
atomic warfare with tactical weapons from the rear 
was resorted to. Moreover, as the Prime Minister of 
India then visualised, even the areas of Gilgit which 
form a part of the previous Jammu and Kashmir regime, 
are being utilised for purposes of receiving USA manu¬ 
factured Jet Planes etc. Thus the Arms Deal between 
USA and Pakistan altered the whole scene of relation¬ 
ship between India and Pakistan with a special refer¬ 
ence to Kashmir. This wiped out the fundamental 
understanding on the crucial question of demilitari¬ 
sation which was an essential prerequisite of the settle¬ 
ment of Kashmir issue. The two schools of thought 
diametrically opposite to each other brought in a stage 
wherein the Govt, of India, which was pledged to give 
democratic way'of life to their citizens, went ahead 
with the process of granting the people of Jammu and 
Kashmir, their own Constituent Assembly. 

, Besides, India by her constitution have provided 
the' autonomous character to their states and the 
states within their jurisdiction are in no way restric- 



ted to take necessary measures short of cessation 
from the Union of India. This process of the ratifica¬ 
tion of the constitution was approved by all the states 
in India but for Kashmir which by a special provision 
in the constitution was allowed to select their own 
form of Government taking into account the special 
characteristics of the whole issue. Constituent Assem¬ 
bly. therefore, functioned in accordance with the 
provisions of the Constitution of India and Govern¬ 
ment of India, could not therefore at the instance of 
the Security Council ask the people of Kashmir to set 
the clock back. As a natural consequence of this, 
constitutional integration of Kashmir was finalised 
thus formalising the condition of ascertaining the 
wishes of people of Kashmir which was laid down 
while accepting, the Instrument of Accession offered by 
the Maharajah of the State of Jammu and Kashmir, 
For this very season, it was obvious that the Security 
Council resolution was of little avail to India, 

The. Constituent Assembly of Kashmir after 
their deliberations for the period of over three years 
had reached a stage approaching completion of its work- 
The National day of the Indian Republic was remark¬ 
able in significance that on the 26th January when 
India resorted to the democratic set up of political life. 
Kashmir which was aspiring for the similar privileges 
had an opportunity of declaring her integration with 
Ipdia by ratification of their accession to India. 

On 26th January, 1957, the Constituent Assembly 
completed .their task of framing the constitution to 



decide the manner in which the people of Kashmir 
should be governed. The Constituent Assembly was 
woundup by merging their separate entity into India 
at a glowing moment. This Constituent Assembly 
which have legalised the several norms and the forms 
of the life in Kashmir asserted their natural homo¬ 
geneity with the culture and the people of India. 

This moment of 26th January, 1957 was exploited 
by Pakistan as a target date for upsetting Indian position 
in regard to Kashmir and to the misfortune of India, 
U. N. Security Council did play at the hands of Paki¬ 
stan. On 24th January, 1957, U. N. Security Council 
passed an unnatural resolution of calling for suspension 
of the progress of the Constitution Assembly which, 
in all the ethics of the political science, was as sovereign 
and autonomous as any other country in the world. 
With what excuse, the Govt, of India could tell the 
people of Kashmir to halt their progress of democra¬ 
tising their own way of life and to adapt to the dictates 
of the United Nations which as a result of Pakistan's 
cries have forgotten the very fact that democracy was 
denied to the citizens of Pakistan too. In fact Indian 
public rested in no doubt that the big powers in the 
Security Council have barterred with Pakistan their 
support to the issue of Kashmir as a price for Pakistan’s 
participation in the military alliances. 

The most sensational in the history of U. N. 
debates on the issue of Kashmir was a moment when 
the West sponsored resolution,, which by implication 
would amount to the use of international troops 
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against Indian wishes, was piloted. Had that resolution 
been effective, it would have brought in the bieak-up 
of the U. N. rather than solution to the issue of 
Kashmir. This lesolution was a direct insult to Indian 
sentiment and was aimed at provocating unrest in 
India. Any nation with even a little degree of self- 
respect could not accept the limitations on their 
sovereignty, as such action would wreck against the 
peoples’ rage infuriated by abiding such resolutions. 
USSR, however, saw the wisdom in the resolution worth 
being voted against. With the result, that the resolution 
was given its due place in the graveyard of unfulfilled 
diplomacy. The other resolution was a standbye to 
meet the eventuality of the natural death of the 
previous resolution. It was moved in and passed 
through. This Second resolution deputing the seasonal 
President of the U. N. Security Council to visit the 
subcontenent in the earnest hope of finding the 
settlement was not repudiated by India. Due to the 
spirit in which the resolution was piloted India was not, 
however, in a mood to give and take, as the treatment 
to which India was subjected by the Security Council 
was as the Indian representative said ‘Hostile!’ Merits 
in the militaiy alliance and not the merits in the case 
of Kashmir that guided as lighthouse in the storm of 
debates on Kashmir. 



CHAPTER II 

BACKGROUND OF KASHMIR 

In order to have correct appreciation of the 
issue of Kashmir, its political perspective should be 
examined in the context of the age-old evolution in 
the civilisation of Kashmir that has come through the 
continuity of the cultural entity. This is specially true 
when the tendencies to take the decisions on the issue 
of Kashmir by the momentary fits of the eloquence 
are growing. It would be misleading to assess the 
results by the surface movements, ignoring the deep- 
rooted cultural and the natural links between Kashmir 
and her magnificent hinterland spread over thousands 
of square miles, This is obviously a great concern to 
those who are destined to cast judgements and deter¬ 
mine the future of the generations to come. For 
instance, a political leader of popular appeal may be 
carried away by the momentary gains and indulge in 
casting a judgement throwing the lot of the peoples by 
arithmetical calculations of the ballot papers. This 
possibility is many times greater in a land where 
illiteracy is the characteristic of the common mass 
and religious fanaticism can be fanned by the bogy of 
the cry of the 'Religion in Peril'—a slogan Coined for 
earning support to creation of Pakistan. Spirit behind 
the will of the people should in no way be subjected 
to psychological suppression engineered by the ex¬ 
ploitation of the weakness in the individuals to resist 
protracted divulgence penetrated by the missionery 
appeals. 
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In the circumstances conclusions to be drawn 
should have necessary relevance, to the past. Analysis 
of the factual background is essential and inclination 
to find the remedy in spiiit of the street solution to 
avoid social nuisance would do no justice to those in 
whose cause the world platform is made an arena of 
diplomatic display, 

To look back, it would be helpful to compare 
the contemporary events falling on the common 
latitude e.g., Demascus, South Carolina in America 
etc. 

Kashmir as a legend goes round, derived its name 
out of the corrupted abbreviation of Kasliyap-mar. 
Kashyap, the deity, in his bid to annihilate the demons 
(this is comparable to Homer’s Iliad’ or Milton’s 
'Paradise Lost’ insofar as the mythological aspects are 
concerned) sheltering in the lake of Kashmir was 
able to dispense with the water in the lake and make 
it a dry one for bringing opt ruin to the demons. This 
very lake which was dried up, lay in the deep grounds 
surrounded by the mountainous .ranges. This was 
known as a place Kashyap-mar meaning that the place 
cleared by Kashyap, Kashyap-mar is now known as 
Kashmir. 

Emperor Ashoka ( 272-B. C. to 931 B. C.) was 
the first emperor who with his capital at Pali ( thep 
known as Taksasheela ) ruled Kashmir establishing 
the city of Shrinaget four miles away from the exi¬ 
sting Shrinaga.t- He was the champion devotee of the 

Lord Buddhg and pioneered Buddhism in the lands 

* 
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of Kashmir as lie did elsewhere. He professed and pro¬ 
pagated the tenets of Buddhism vigorously by sending 
his emissaries abroad as far as Egypt and Greece. He 
channeled the Buddhist culture in the life of Kash¬ 
miris and established Viharas or Monasteries and 
Stupas In consistence with the spirit of toler¬ 
ance of Buddhism, he allowed the citizens of Kashmir 
to follow and practise any faith of their choice. He 
propagated the Buddhist Faith by pursuasions and 
education. With the result, the Buddhist Faith flour¬ 
ished in high tides replacing the domination of the 
Braroha religion. This he did by establishing the 
schools imparting the tenets bestowed upon the people 
by the Lord Buddha and patronised the culture of 
tolerance and forbearance. 

Round about 200 B. C , the Emperor Ashoka was 
succeeded by the king Jalauka who was the worship¬ 
per of the Lord Shiva. The origin of the king Jalauk 
is not yet confirmed. Presumption, however, prevails 
that he was the native of Kashmir. He built Shankara- 
charya, Jalauka like Emperor Ashoka accommodated 
the Faith of Buddhism to have its due status. 
By the conquests of Kanoj and Gondhara, he linked 
these parts to his territory. In his resourceful book 
Rajtarangini, Kalhana, the authentic historian on 
Kashmir has shown how well developed and effective 
administration was governed by the king Jalauka. 
Mahabharat which is the epic with the greatness inhe¬ 
rent in it, has shown the type of the administration. 

of the state. In pursuance of this political science in 

& 
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the Mahabharat. he appointed 18 ministers to super¬ 
vise the effective administration of the state. These 
18 executives included the appointments of a Prime 
Minister, a Judge, a Revenue Chief, a Treasuier, the 
Commander of- the Army, a religious chief etc. 
The king Jalauka’s administration of the state is com¬ 
parable to the administrations in many parts of the 
world of 20th century, insofar as the efficacy is 
concerned. 

The civil life and culture was one of the social 
adjustments and peaceful life with the secured admi¬ 
nistration and efficient disposal of justice. This brought 
the civil life to the fore and made the long standing 
marks on the generations to follow. 

King Damodar II succeeded the king Jalauka 
and kept the continuity in prosperity harvested by 
the able Jalauka, His living memory to-day is visible 
in the platan Damodar Udat—( 8 miles to the north 
of it lies Shrinogar ). This is the apparent evidence 
of the sense of the social maturity. This Damodar 
Udat served as a dam to bring water to his town 
Gudasuth now a village. 

Followed by Damodar the great, was a notable 
Emperor Kanishka in A.C. 78, He was, a Buddhist. He, 
like his Buddhists predecessors, erected many 
monuments in memory of his religious faiths, Kansihpur 
a corrupted form of the Kanishkapur named after 
king Kanishka was built at the distance of six miles 
from Batamulla—corrupted form of the Varahatnula 
and it 'still enlivens the memories of the Kin'g 
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Kanishka. His indviduality is marked by the socio¬ 
religious appeal. Similar to the modern type-—lie 
convened the third council of the Buddhist Church 
for expounding the faith and principles of the Lord 
Buddha. This took place in the Kandalvan Vihara near 
Harvan in Kashmir at round about 100 A. C. Presided 
by the great religious leader Nagarjun, this assembly 
chartered the Norhen Caxrons implying the ‘The 
Great Vehicle of the Law’. The citizens of Kashmir 
were privileged to have the divine guidance imparted 
by the Great Bodliisatwa who lived and received the 
patronage in those days. The mark of the Buddhist way 
of life was imprinted in the every day life of the 
citizens of Kashmir. 

A chain of Kirvishka, Vasudeva and Abhimanyu 
retained the glory founded by the great king Kanishka 
until the Gonanda dynasty came in power with the 
rise of the Gonanda III. 

This Gonanda dynasty revived Bramhanism 
which was retreating in the advent of the kings patro¬ 
nising the Faith of the Lord Buddha. The Gonanda 
dynasty reigned successfully and normalised the civil 
life of Kashmir. Dynasty of the Gonanda III ruled upto 
500 A. C. is a self-evident fact which bespeaks of the 
cultural and administrative impact that these 
rulers had on the life of Kashmir. One thing is 
remarkable that during all these days the common 
Kashmiri was always a passive observer in the admini¬ 
strative aspect of the state as the modern demo¬ 
cratic principles were not prevalent in those days in 
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Kashmir. This, however, is substituted by the fact that 
the piactising of the Faith dominated the normal 
life, 

Huns whose origin is under dispute (as per one 
line of thinking they are from the Eastern part of 
Turkistan. This line is followed by V. A. Smith in. 
his Early History of India) were the next rulers of Kash¬ 
mir since 528 A. C. The first of the Huns rulers was 
Mihira Kula. He rushed to Kashmir ruler for the 
shelter during the distress of the former. Mihira 
Kula, however, dethroned the ruler, and crowned 
himself as the king of Kashmir. He was a very cruel 
king. The horrors of his cruelty were sensed by gene¬ 
rations that followed. As Dr, G. M. D. Sufi in his 
eloquent account on Kashmir says the memories of 
horrors inflicted by Mihira Kula are seen in Hastivanja 
on the Pir Pantral ranges near Alibad Sarai (46 miles 
from Shrinagat) where 100 mighty elephants were 
driven over precipite only to enjoy the cries of agony 
of the suffering animals. Mihira Kula was, however, 
conscious of his misdeeds and ultimately committed, 
suicide in the remorse. The effective element of the 
Mihira Kula regime was that people became aggressive 
in their thinking and encountered conquests in the 
neighbouring territories. 

Hun dynasty is noted for their unfading contri¬ 
butions of the great poet Kalidas to the peoples of the 
world, This prize poet Kalidas was bom in Kashmir. 
Reghuvansha, Meghdoota and the crpwning Shakuntala 
were produced by this great poet in whose .glory the 
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entire India share in pride. The descriptive nature, 
significant in his vivid observations, supports the belief 
that he was born in Kashmir during the reign of the 
Huns. It appears that he was in Kashmir till the end 
of 5th Century or bad left Kashmir early in the 6th 
century. Ujjain where he was patronised by the great 
ruler of Ujjain, King Vikramaditya was his next 
resort. King Vikramaditya Harsha of Ujjain who had 
suzerainty over Kashmir introduced the currency 
coined in his name and ruled till 580 A. C. If ever it 
happened it is in the period of Harsha that literature 
and culture in India reached the full growth. This 
period is comparable to Elizabethan period of England 
who saw Shakespear in his full imaginative heights. 
Kalidas.like Shakespear received the full respect and 
patronage from Harsha. Kalidas depicted social and 
cultural enrichment in his immortal works of Megh- 
doot, Raghuvansha and Shakuntala. The style and 
level of the thought and imagination displayed in 
these great plays bespeak the powerful social under¬ 
currents corresponding the calm and flowing life of the 
reign of king Harsha. India, would therefore prefer 
any loss but for the loss of the land which is the 
living memory of poet Kalidas and H arsha the great. In 
the rank of Ashoka and Kanishka, King Vikrama¬ 
ditya Harsha was an able king. By the title Vikrama¬ 
ditya he -was the Warriors’ Chief. On the background 
of the horrors inflicted by the King Mihira Kula, 
Harsha introduced several reforms lifting the peoples 
from the suppressed agony. It was an era of plenty- 
ful. People were happy under the smooth administration. 
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HS, like Kanishta, had a regular governing machinery. 
Har&lia died in 580 A. C. 

Pravarasen of Malwa then captured Kashmir along 
with the other parts of the territory of Hatsha. The 
present Shrinagar was founded by Pravarasen. This 
city of Shrinagar ever since its inception carries the 
fame of boat houses constructed for the first time in 
the period of Pravarasen, In this connection, Kalhana’s 
account in Rajtarangini is eloquent. Pravarasen dynasty 
could "Hot last long as the last ruler in this dynasty 
died in Badaditya who was having no male issue to 
succeed him. 

Badaditya had a son-in-law Durlabhavardhan. He 
was crowned. His origin is in the Naga family. These 
Nagas followed the faith of Shiva in a typical manner 
of honouring the Nagas religion i.e., worshipping the 
serpents. With Durlabhavardhan in the throne, Kar- 
kota Dynasty commenced. He ruled till, 663 A. C. 
having a rule of 35 years. As Dr. G. M. D. Sufi says 
the noted Chinese Pilgrim Hien Tsiang visited Kashmir 
during the period of Durlabhavardhan who had these 
words to say 'Kashmir is one of the most important 
and famous lands in the history of the spread and the 
development of Buddhism. Temples of heretics ate the 
soul thoxights, The country was prosperous and 
peaceful. The political power of Kashmir extended to 
all adjacent territories to the West and the South 
including Rajapuri (present Rajauri), Parnitra (present 
Punch ), Bhimbai etc. People were handsome, They 
loved learning and were well instructed. Pilgrims 
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received hospitable reception from ‘Durlabhavardhan* 
who was succeeded by his son Durlabhaka reigning 
for about 50 years till 713 A. C. During the periods of 
the king Durlabhaka, Chinese aggression towards the 
West took place, Chandrapida followed Durlbhaka 
and ruled for 8 years and Tarapida the next ruler for 
a short period of 4 years. 

The glorious rule of Lalitaditya-Muktapida ( 725- 
753 A. C. ) was the unprecedented one which never 
followed again. Lalitaditya Muktapida was a resfiurce- 
ful ruler with the inspiring leadership and 
tremendous ability to control the State. In the history 
of Kashmir the periods of Lalitaditya Muktapida will 
be written in the golden letters for the remarkable 
achievements made during this time in Kashmir. 

Bhavbhuti—the genius poet of Vidarbha fluttering 
the banner of the instinct of imagination and perspective 
inherent in Kalidas the great was adorned by king 
Lalitaditya Muktapida and was given the honour in 
assembly of the distinguished persons. Lalitaditya. 
was the first king of Kashmir realising the gravity 
in the Arab designs who had already confirmed their 
rule in Sind. He sought the help of China to divert 
them from their possible invasions from the bases of 
Sind and Multan. The ruins of Temples of Martanda 
about 5 miles away from Anantganj or Islamabad and, 
of his city Pariharapurs, fourteen miles from Shrinagar 
bear eloquent testimony to his greatness, says Dr. G.M, 
D, Sufi in his history of Kashmir' Civil life was brought 
to absolute normalcy, draining works were under- 
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taken, the lands were reclaimed and cultivated, The 
crops and cultivations bespeak the peace and effective 
administration that ruled in the country. As against 
Jalauka who appointed 18 ministers, he modified his 
hold on the administration by increasing the number 
to 23. This addition of five members to the ministerial 
ranks included the portfolios of High Chamberlian 
Minister for Foreign Affairs, Masters of Horse, Keeper 
of the treasury and a chief executive officer. He 
preached the art of Government. He curbed the 
treason-like tendencies prevalent among the people 
who wielded their strength in the disloyalty to the 
ruler. 

a 

After Lalitaditya Muktapida came Vajraditya 
followed by Jayapida who ruled the glorious heritage 
of Lalitaditya Muktapida for the long period of 31 
years. Jayapida who had comparatively the domestic 
peace in the internal administration due to the well-set 
machinery of Lalitaditya Muktapida had a lust for 
conquests and went as far as to the banks of the 
Ganges. He was a very righteous king. During the 
conquests of the tracks around Ganges, he was away 
from the State of Kashmir for a long time. The queen 
of Kashmir in his absence remained unfaithful to her 
husband who was away and thus Jayapida in the 
retalliating temperament became tyrrant during the 
end of his rule, From Lalitaditya Muktapida to Jayapida 
was perhaps the finest time • that was enjoyed by the 
people which, with the vast territories at their 
command, never returned again, 
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Until 855 A. C. after Jayapida, no significant 
ruler came to the throne. In 855 A. C. Avantivarma 
consolidated the rule in Kashmir by integration of the 
internal districts. Puring his period the floods were 
severe. Avantivarma had an able engineer. His name 
was Suyya. With the precision at his command he 
detected the cause of floods. The river Jhelum passed 
through Varahmula ( now Baramula controlled by 
Azad Kashmir ). This was the cause why floods endan¬ 
gered the harvests of Kashmir. Suyya upset the 
passage of Jhelum and thus provided the great area 
which lay during the course of the river Jhelum for 
cultivation. Suyya engineered drainage works and 
irrigations and brought in fertility to the land by 
planned channels. Present Aavantipura a city named 
after the king Avantivarma preserves the memories of 
his rule. Avantipura is near Shrinagar in Kashmir. One 
is at once convinced of the architectural skill and 
the depth in the scientific engineering knowledge, 
after visiting the monuments in Kashmir even now. 
Dr. G. M. D. Sufi in his History of Kashmir says 
'Medieval development of Bramhanical Architecture 
in Kashmir is represented by two golden periods or 
to be more Precise rose to the heights under two 
prominent building rulers : Lalitaditya Muktapida 
who brought the style into being in the middle of the 
8th century and Avantivarman under whom it attained 
its most refined form in the latter half of the 9th 
century’. Avantivarman encouraged literature and 
followed the Lord Shiva. 

In the 902 A. C. the rule of Sankaravarman —the 
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successor of Avantivannan — came to an end. The ruin 
of the temple at Patan are the memories of his rule. 
Thereafter from 902 A. C. to 948 A. C. no stable rule 
was established. Followed by the Lohar Dynasty, 
the rulers like Kshemagupta, Abhimanyu and Dida 
were produced. Out of them, Dida was a queen wife of 
Kshemagupta and mother of Abhimanyu. Dida was a 
powerful queen. She left the throne in 1003 A. C. to 
her nephew Samgramgupta who became the founder 
of the Lohar dynasty. His reign is significant for the 
fact that during his reign the King Mohamad of Gazni 
tried unsuccessfully to enter into Kashmir. The reigns 
of Ananta Kalasa (1028 A. C. to 1063 A. C, and 
1063 A. C. to 1089 A. C. respectively) were not 
significant for any notable events. Harsh f 1089 A. C. 
to 1101 A. C.) ruled and disappeared after the rule 
was taken over by the Lohar Dynasty II, In this Lohar 
Dynasty II, Uchaia ( 1101 to 1111 ) Sussala ( 1112 to 
1128 ), Jaysinha ( 1128 to 1215 ) ruled. Abhinav Gupta, 
the Shaiva Philosopher was born during the former 
Lohar Dynasty. He was a versatile writer and wrote 
on Demalurgy, Philosophy, poetry etc. His end is very 
mystical. As the legend goes round, he walked in the 
Bhairana Cave with 1200 disciples of his own never 
to be seen again. Khemendra and Billiana are two 
other poets born during this period. Their works 
provide the fragrance of the culture. The most notable 
literary 'figure during the period of Harsha was 
Kalhana whose Rajtarangni Is the only lighthouse to 
look into the past of Kashmir. He lived in the early 
12 century. 
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The next couple of hundred years saw the rule 
of Jayasinha (1127), Pramnuka (11454), Vartdeva (1164), 
Vopyadeva (1171), Jarsaka (1180), Jagadev (1198), 
Rajadeva (1213), Samgramdeva (1236),Ramdeva (1252), 
Laxmandeva (1273), Sinhdeva (1286), Sachdeva (1301), 
Richana (1320)-he embraced Islam faith, Udyanadeva 
( 1323 ) and queen Kota ( 1338 ). 

Richana was originally a Hindu Rishi who 
embraced Islam. His wife Kota, however, did not 
embrace Islam until her death. Queen Kota was a 
powerful ruler. Muslim rulers had by that time 
captured the whole of India towards the southwards 
of Kashmir and she was facing the tremendous pressure 
from her husband, along with the large majority of 
subjects converted to Islam. Towards the middle of 
the 14th Century when the whole of the India was 
torn with the dissensions amongst the rulers in the 
various regions and the principalities big or small 
indulged in petty quarrels, Mohammedan rule all over 
India succeeded in defeating the disunited petty king¬ 
doms. The Mohammaden invasion swayed from Sind 
towards all the North and the East of India. These 
defeats inflicted on the petty rulers resulted in the 
mass proselyte and break-up of the Hindu empires 
in India. The invaders exploited skilfully the dissen¬ 
sions among the Indain Rulers to their advantage 
and thus facilitated easy victory. Natural effects of 
this victory were extermination of the Hindu empire 
and unrestricted rule of the Mohammedans in the 
larger parts of the North and the East. Most of these 
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invasions were motivated for the lust of wealth and 
mass conversions of peoples to the faith of Islam. 

* The last Hindu ruler in the pre-Islamic period 
of Kashmir was therefore Kota-the queen reigning 
in 1338. She retained Hindu character with her 
husband converted to Islam until she resorted to 
suicide in 1339 resulting out of her will to avoid the 
forcible marriage with Mir Shaha who invaded Kashmir 
to become the first non-convert Muslim Ruler of the 
Kashmir. He ruled from 1339 to 1342. 

From the middle of 14th Century towards the 
end of 1790 Kashmir was ruled by the several Moham¬ 
medan rulers who were simultaneously ruling on 
the other parts of India. As this period is more of 
battles than of peace and the rulers changed swiftly 
a brief account of these rulers to show the impact of 
Indian rule on Kashmir is given here. 

During the reign of Sultan Alla-ud-Din (1343-1354), 
severe famine took place in the Vale of Kashmir due 
to untimely rain. Sultan Ala-ud-Din behaved gene* 
rously to the subjects and distributed food and tlie 
other essential things to the peoples in the disturbed 
areas. Followed by Sultan Shiab-ud-Din (1354 to 1373), 
the state regime took for the first -time the offensive 
in the parts of Punjab, Sind, Kabul. Kandahar and 
Tibet. An empire of Kashmir spread over considerable 
area adjoining the State- 

The reign of Sultan Qutb-ud-din (1,373 to 1389) 
is wellknown for the impetus received by the industries 
that flourished in Kashmir. Like previous Hindu and 
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Buddhist rulers, he gave patronage to learning 
of his Faith. He followed the dictates of the Faith 
strictly and provided great reliefs to the subjects who 
were oppressed by the conditions of severe floods 
that occurred during his reign. On his death in 1388 
Sultan Sikandar (1389 to 1413) took over the reigns 
of the State, His memories are well regarded by the 
monumental works of Khan-quah-i-Mulla or Chilla 
Khana. Sikandara Sultan was having a very unkind 
Prime Minister at his disposal. Prime Minister Malik 
Saif-ud-din, a convert Muslim indulged in harassing 
Hindus and Buddhists who were otherwise enjoying 
the normal life during the Muslim rule in Kashmir, 
Sikandar Sultan will be ever remembered by all the 
Hindus for firmly discouraging the custom of Satti 
(in this custom when a Hindu husband dies, his wives 
in token of their fidelity to their husband were to 
burn themselves alive on the pire of their husband 
during his funeral). Sikandar Sultan stopped this 
custom and saved millions of Hindu women falling in 
the unnatural deaths. His another monument is 
Jatnma Masjid where he established the centre of the 
learning of Islam. 

After Sikandar Sultan, the notable ruler was 
visible in Sultan Zain (1420 to 1470). He treated all 
the religions equally well. Unlike some rulers in the 
rest of India, he as a matter of propriety in patronage, 
visited the Hindu temple Sarftda. He brought up 
the industries and gave encouragement to arts and 
crafts. He gave patronage to poets and the great 
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poets Utta Soma, Mulla Ahmed Kashmiri flourished 
during his reign. The works of Sona Lanka and Zaina 
Kadal are the living memories of Sultan Zain, One 
of the most unforgettable acts of this great ruler is 
that he managed translation of the Great Mahabha- 
rat-'-Hindu Mythological Epic into Persian, This 
was done by his able poet Mullah Ahmed who was 
equally proficient in Persian and Sanskrit, jonaraj 
received the patronage at the hands of Sultan Zain. 
During his periods the genius* poet of Kashmir Yod- 
dhabhatta went to Maharashtra to study Atharva 
Veda. Saltan Zain appointed Hindus to high offices. 
Shriyabhatta was appointed as the Superintendent of 
the Court of Justice. Administration was very effec¬ 
tive, Once again famines fierced the peoples of Kash¬ 
mir. Crops were spoilt by the excessive rains and the 
Sultan took the effective steps to meet the eventu¬ 
alities arising out of their adversities. Sultan Zain 
married a Dogra queen. Sultan Zain introduced fire 
arms in his military and new war technique was made 
known to the people of Kashmir. This long and glorious 
reign of 50 years of Sultan Zain ended in 1470. 

From 1470 to 1555, several kings, appeared on the 
scene of Kashmir. Sultan Mohammad Shaha was hav¬ 
ing the longest reign of 34 years with intermittent 
breaks. During this period the general condition 
6i Kashmir was not stable. Great fires took place and 
destruction of the most of the parts of Shrtoagar 
including Jama Masjid and Khan-qua-i-Mtillaf took 
place. Jama Masjid and Khanqua-d-Mulla were built 
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again by Hasan Shah ( 1480 >. The great earthquakes 
took place in the years 1499 and 1552 during which 
much loss to the property and the life was made. As 
a literary activity it can be stated that ‘Yusuf-u- 
Zulukha’ was translated into Sanskrit by Pandu 
Srivara. Music was receiving patronage as a State 
art. Many of the tombs that are visible today were 
built in these times. Expeditions towards Ladak and 
Tibet were arranged. Mohammedan Rulers from the 
south-west of Kashmir often threatened to invade 
Kashmir, Uncertainty of rulers however did not disturb 
the normal life of a common man in Kashmir. Poetry 
flourished. Industries grew unhampered and the 
crafts were encouraged. Poet Like Sayyid Muhammed 
were regarded with honour. During the famines, 
earthquakes and the fires, the people received help 
from the rulers who were in the throne. 

Chak Dynasty emerged in 1555 to take over 
from the chaos. Pandu Chak ( 1555 to 1586 ) who was 
originally a Hindu embraced Islam. He was the 
founder of this Dynasty. The Chak dynasty have 
done nothing remarkble except establishing a stable 
rule and restoring the normal life in order. However 
to indicate how the inter-links with the rest of India 
were established even during these days as far as 
Gujrat to the West, it is worth mentioning that during 
this period Aram Kashmiri wrote Tuhfat-us-Sada-r 
for Sayyid Mubarak Bukhari of Gujrat. Famine due 
to snow-fall occurred during the period of Chak dynas¬ 
ty and the Chak Rulers took adequate action to meet 
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the famine conditions. Famous bridge of Pandu Chak 
built over Jhelum was a work of Habba-Khatuna 
queen of Yusuf Sail Chak. During this period, for the 
first time in their history Mughal ruler Akbar inter¬ 
vened in the affairs of Kashmir by meeting the 
deputation of Sarfi and Khaki-Kashmiris. 

It can be roughly said that since 1589 when 
Akbar, the Great Ruler of India who combined sacred 
tenets of Hindu and Muslim faiths for demonstrating a 
common way of life visited Kashmir. The reign of the 
one who ruled Delhi was simultaneously effective in 
Kashmir also. Akbar as the emperor of India of which 
Kashmir was a natural part paid another visit to 
Kashmir in 1592 to establish the suzerainty. During 
this period also famine took place but Akbar with 
his gigantic machinery curbed the famine hardships. 
He took the permanent measures such as building of a 
wall around Hari Prabhat front. Akbar imported grains 
from Punjab to feed the people suffering due to famine. 
Akbar, lover of art and literature, got Kalhana's Raj- 
tarangini translated into Persian as the one already 
written by Ahmed Shabadi was not to his appreciation. 

During the next 23 yegrs, Kashmir which was 
under suzerainty of India was governed by Dilawar 
Khan, an officer appointed by emperor Jehangir 
( 1605-1628). The officer derived authority from 
Delhi. Emperor Jehangir himself stayed in Kashmir 
for a long time and built a masjid in memory of 
Noor-Jahan—bis best loved queen. The great poetess 
of Kashmir—Rup Bhavnnj was born during this time. 
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History of next 200 years during which Kashmir 
was ruled by a representative of Mughals at Delhi is 
mainly a history of Mughals who were engaged in 
the battles raged against them by the Matatth'as. This 
class of Marattha rulers was rising in power in the 
Southern parts of India and threatened the very 
existence of the Mughal rule. Ahmed Durani was, 
however, able to take advantage of the inability of 
Mughals who were busy in fighting the Marattha and 
managed to rule as an independent king.for a short pe¬ 
riod, Shahajahan-the great lover of art nnd beauty who 
built the wonder of Taj Mahal—was more in Agra 
than in Kashmir. Auranjfzeb most adventurous and 
a brave warrior had little time to look after the affairs 
of Kashmir as be, throughout bis whole life, had to 
fight against the Maratthas. As Marattha power 
in the southern part of India was confirmed the 
Mughal grip on Kashmir was untied and Kashmir 
which was ruled by the representatives of the ruler at 
Delhi-was not in a position to rise to the glory which 
she achieved in the past 

After the lapse of these 200 years when no 
ruler independently ruled Kashmir, Maharajah 
Ranjit-Singh was the first ruler to establish the rule 
in Kashmir in the year 1819 after MughaTs lost their 
foot on the India soil. Maharajah Ranjit Singh assumed 
the conduct of affairs at the age of his 17, Born on 
2nd November, 1780, Maharajah Ranjit Singh improved 
the administration-of Kashmir and brought to rest the 
civil life of Kashmir which was undone during the 
reign of Mughals. He was charitable and gave away 
12 lakhs annually, He was blinded by one eye due to 
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small pox. After a glorious rule of about 20 years 
Ranjit Singh died in 1839. He founded the present day 
Kashmir regime by intioducing tradition of his officers 
on merits. Out of his 10 Governors, 5 were Hindus, 
3 were Sikhs and two were Muslims. He administered 
the state very effectively. At the time of his death 
he transferred the Idngdom to his son-heir apparent 
Sher Singh whose reign though glorious could not last 
lonfif due to his addictments and the loss of interest on 
his part. As a result of this, rebellion tendencies 
cropped up in the state and the next heir apparent 
Pratap Singh 12 years of age was murdered with his 
Prime Minister, This was the end of Sikl} Dynasty. 

Then came the Dogra Dynasty—the natives of 
Kashmir through ages. 

Dhruvdev 

» 

! 

£urat Singh 

j 

' £orawar Singh 

• \ ! 

Kishore Singh 


Gulab Singh Dhyan Singh Sachdev 
(1846-57) (killed) (killed) 


Sudhersen Randhir Singh -Ranbhir Singh 

(1857-85). 


Pratap Singh Ram Singh Amar Singh Dharam Singh 
(1885 to 1875) I 

Hati Singh (1925 to 20 June. 1949) 

Karan Singh (20th June, 1949 tillto-date). 
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Gulab Singh was the Prime Minister of Maharajah 
Jida of Punjab. In 1846 the British entered into treaty 
arrangements with the two parts of Punjab state. One of 
the treaties known as the Treaty of Amritsar accepted 
the crown sovereignty of Gulab Singh in Kashmir with 
certain arrangements with the British as formal token 
of suzerainty of the British over Kashmir. The Bri¬ 
tish who were now controlling practically the whole 
of India could hardly be resisted by Gulab Singh. 
Bearing the wisdom of time and the sense of protec¬ 
tion of the people of Kashmir, Gulab Singh accepted 
the treaty offered by the British. ' 

Gulab Singh was a man of tremendous energy and 
out of his drive and initiation, he not only established 
his own kingdom in Kashmir but provided the sound 
administrate machinery. Even the critics who under¬ 
estimate his statesmanship in the Treaty of Amritsar 
concede to him the qualities as Dogra the Great, He 
suffered mentally when the nearest of his relations 
were met to death as a conspiratorial political game or 
due to natural causes. He was an autocrat ruler, soldier 
and able administrator. He arranged his fiscal 
policies skilfully and kept the honourable relationship 
with the British empire and at the same time guarded 
the interests of his people. 

Maharajah Gulab Singh was succeeded by Maha¬ 
rajah Ranbhir Singh in 1857. His reign of 28 years came 
more as a part of destiny rather than a natural course. 
Third amongst the brothers, his elders succumbed to 
death during their father's life rime. He got an easy 
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course of princely life and was granted Royal Decree 
by a ceremony in 1855 when Gulab Singh handed over 
to him the state regime. He administered the state in a 
manner which brought definite gains by conquests of 
Gilgit in a successful encounter against Yasin in the 
year 1863. He was of a progressive nature and was 
religious minded. He patronised Sanskrit and ration¬ 
alised the Dogra language. 

Maharajah Pratap Singh, the eldest son of Maha¬ 
rajah Ranbhir Singh took over from his father in 1885 
to rule over Kashmir for the next 40 years. He like his 
father extended the jurisdiction of Kashmir state upto 
Hunza and Nagar in 1895. He retained military-cum- 
statesmenalike qualities of the .Dogra dynasty. Maha¬ 
rajah Pratap Singh was unfortunate to have no male 
heir to his throne, He had, however, a very able nep¬ 
hew in Maharajah Hari Singh—son of Amar Singh* 
Maharajah Pratap Singh passed over his stately rule to 
this nephew in the year 1925. 

Maharajah Hari Singh had a very extensive 
kingdom at his disposal with the conquests of Gilgit. 
Hunza, Nagar around the Chitral areas. Born a great* 
and brave soldier and remarkable statesmen he ruled 
over Kashmir for 25 years. He modelled the armed 
forces of Kashmir in the Western fashion. He had 
the advantage of visiting the Western countries and 
living among the Westerners prior to his kingship* 
Added to this, his training in the Ajmer College made 
him an able administrator of vision and fotesight, 
He has an acute sense of justice and knows the pulse 
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of the state well. In spite of the rising tides of the 
nationalist forces in the British India, he had a compa¬ 
ratively easy time because of his manner of choosing 
the right man for the right job and then trusting his 
personnel so selected for the performance of the jobs. 

His choice in personnel is complimented by 
the fact that many of his stewards ranked as the 
distinguished persons in free India and convinced 
the world of his versatility. To name a few, Shri B.N. 
Rau who died as the Judge of the International Court 
of Justice, Shri Ayyangar who was a Minister in the 
Indian Cabinet and leader of the Indian delegation to 
the United Nations, Saradar K. M. Pannikar who 
distinguished himself as an ambassador in China, 
Egypt and Paris and also as a member of the State 
Reorganisation Committee of India were the persons 
who had the privilege to work with Maharajah Hari 
Singh. Their experience was also very useful to India 
in championing the cause of the ageold relationship of 
Kashmir with India. His quality of statesmanship is 
apparent in the act that Pakistan which indulged in 
die conspiratorial politics against him was brought over 
to make a stand-still agreement only to give a chance 
to Pakistan to dishonour it, thus proving the worth¬ 
lessness of being united with Pakistan. As we have 
seen hitherto, the, history of the past 2,000 years 
bespeaks the place where Kashmir should join, It 
belies all the arguments that Kashmir is inclined to¬ 
wards Pakistan geographically, culturally, economically 
and politically. History shows the truth that Kashmir 
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and India are as inseparable as one breath. 

The present regime of Rajah Yuvaraj Karan Singh 
came into effect by Raja Hari Singh’s proclamation of 
20th June, 1949 making the former legal successor to 
Rajah Hari Singh. The full history of the regime in 
the latter parts of Rajah Hari Singh after 1947 August 
and Yuvaraj-Karan Singh is a part which deserves 
special note as has been shown in Chapter IV. 



CHAPTER III 

INTERNATIONAL ASPECTS 

Shri C, Rajagoplachari, in his eloquent appeal to 
the people of the West and America urged them to 
judge the issue of Kashmir on the background of 
merits. In the name of peace and tranquillity, justice 
should not suffer. In this spirit, the developments of 
Kashmir need be examined. 

What was the scene in the mid-August 1947 ? 
India the subcontinent in the continent of Asia was 
divided into two parts, each part becoming indepen*-' 
dent of the othetr as they were independent in political 
sense from the other parts of the world. Bleeding 
wounds of communalism pained the birth of the inde¬ 
pendence of both the countries. Transfer of the 
population on the unimaginative scale was effected 
and this brought the miseries and agony to the people 
who in passion of anguish committed unpardonable 
crimes. Wisdom lay in pacification of the communal 
strife. Mahatma Gandhi opened his magnificent 
divine weapon of fast unto death to curb the hatred 
and like the button switched on, the forces of the 
moral electrified the society to undo the wrong by the 
remorse. Not only the Government and the adminis¬ 
tration but the leaders of India whose voice was 
weighed with considerable influence marshalled the 
forces of courage and eloquence to quell the distur¬ 
bances. The personality of the status of Mahatma 
Gandhi put his personal life at stake in pursuance of 
safety to the minorities—their life and property. Efforts 
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were made to bring the life to normalcy. At the same 
time in Lahore city of Pakistan, it was made a mass 
funeral place of Hindus and Sikhs with the aid of 
Pakistan police and troops who were supposed to guard 
the very things whose destruction was carried in their 
presence, In the cries of Jehad, rapine and plunder of 
Hindus and Sikhs was given the sanctity of the go¬ 
vernmental connivance at the misdeeds of Pakistanis. 

What part the government of Pakistan played 
when both Hindus and Muslims were running to State 
of Kashmir which was aloof from, the communal 
frenzy? They were astonished that Kashmir ruled by 
a Hindu ruler was providing safety to the life of 
Muslims who were running out of Punjab. In fact, Kash¬ 
mir was having the status quo arrangements with India 
and Pakistan during those days and was gaining stabi¬ 
lity every day internally. Pakistan was going impatient. 
She was not in a mood to tolerate this secured position 
of Kashmir. They carried the savageous campaign of 
hatred and a holy war against India amongst the 
tribes. These tribes which came from North West 
Frontier Provinces were having Congress Government 
in pre-partitioned days. Congress was opposed to 
partition inasmuch as this area was opposed. The 
elections of 1945 in this province were fought on the 
issue whether Pakistan or no Pakistan and the majority 
voted for the latter. But the poisonous propaganda 
on the Governmental level provocative of the religious 
passions of the people of this region was systematised. 
As a result of this, these tribes were brought to a 



psychological warfare and their rage was directed 
against Kashmir which was then an independent State. 
The tribal chiefs were called at Rawalpindi for a secret 
meeting and for consultations of the plan. Arms and 
ammunitions were provided to them. This army of 
well-equipped irregulars marched against Kashmir. 

Pakistan as a matter of the first step towards the 
regular aggression stopped the supply of coal and other 
essential food stuffs which was obligatory in terms of 
the stand-still agreement which the Government of 
Kashmir had entered into with Pakistan. The supply 
was instead directed to the raiders. 

Raja Hari Singh who was a ruler of Kashmir 
deployed the State forces along the border lines. But 
the State forces were limited and could not face the 
large army of the size of Pakistan. Had they been 
handful of invaders or the gangs of the tribesmen, 
the State forces inheriting the traditional martial 
spirit, feathering the conquests of Gilgit, Hunza, 
Nagar etc. would have suitably dealt with them. But 
the fact was different. Pakistan Army Garrison had 
manoeuvred the whole aggression and the State forces 
who had the wide borders to defend found it difficult 
to meet adequately the potential danger of Pak agg¬ 
ression. 

In this connection some writers/correspondents 
tend to be innocent in saying that Pakistan front did 
not present the sight of invaders and that Pakistan 
has not planned these raids. Both these contentions 
are derived out of intentional ignorance of facts because 
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in the first place Pakistanis themselves confess that 
not only tribesmen but the Pakistan forces were fight¬ 
ing in Jammu and Kashmir. 

In these circumstances Rajah Hari Singh found 
only two alternatives left open to himj one was to 
call for the assistance of the Government of India 
which was holding status quo arrangement with 
Kashmir and the other was f to leave the State and the 
people to free hooters for rapine and plunder. Rajah 
Hari Singh accepted the first alternative and thought 
it desirable to call for the assistance of India. In the 
meantime, prior to his decision of seeking Indian 
assistance, Pakistan Government with whom the 
Government of Kashmir had entered into stand-still 
agreement announced on the radio that a provisional 
parallel Government ousting Maharajah of Kashmir 
has been formed. This was indicative of the mental 
approach of Pakistan to Kashmir regime. In these 
inimical conditions, it was a natural consequence, that 
Kashmir turned to India for help in their distress and 
peril. 'It was not India who approached Kashmir 
but the self-deeds of Pakistan induced the Maharajah 
of Kashmir who according to late Mr. Jinnah was compe¬ 
tent ‘to join any dominion he likes’ to choose India as 
her safer ally. It is not Rajah Hari Singh’s will—whose 
Dewan was negotiating with the Pakistani leaders— 
that was entirely responsible for the accession of 
Kashmir to India but it was the act of coercion on 
the part of Pakistan Government that made him to 
.realise which way the Safety lay. Had there been no 
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tribal invasions had there been no Pale aggression, 
Kashmir would not perhaps have come to India. Rajah 
Hari Singh would have preferred to retain his indepen¬ 
dence between the two sub-continents. 

Between the peril and India, Raja Hari Singh 
preferred the latter which was in consistence with 
the history and cultural affinity. For thousands of 
years that passed, India and Kashmir are two in¬ 
separable parts. Even during the Muslim rulej Kashmir 
was ruled by one who ruled Delhi, Never in the 
history, these were two separate entities. Geographi¬ 
cally, a glance at the map of the world reveals at once 
the inseparable character of one piece of these two 
lands. Culturally, the civil life of the people of 
Kashmir is undistinguishable from the Indian core of 
life. Religion of the State ruler of Kashmir which is 
Hindu is followed by a majority in India and popula¬ 
tion of Kashmir is representative of Hindus, Buddhists, 
Sikhs, Muslims, all of whom are a corresponding part 
of Indian population, for instance Muslims form 
4,00,00,000 of the total population of India and next to 
Pandit Nehru, the national leader recognisable in 
India is Moulana Azad. Economically the life of 
Kashmir is entirely dependent on India. Even during 
her status quo period this position continued. Politi¬ 
cally, by means of the Instrument of Accession it is a 
part of India inasmuch as any other State is a part 
of India in whatsoever sense it is taken, 

When Kashmir was attacked by Pakistan in the 
guise of the tribesmen, the security of India was endan- 
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gered. As Kashmir is a part of India, every soldier on 
the soil of Kashmir is on the soil of India and naturally 
first consideration that the Government of India could 
afford was to oust the foreign troops out of her soil. 
India is a sovereign State and Kashmir which by 
accession joined India becomes the sub-sovereign State 
of India. The borders of Kashmir are the borders of 
India. The borders of Kashmir are defined in the Treaty 
of Amritsar 1846 and subsequent extensions of these 
borders have been approved by the regime at Delhi 
from time to time. Any act of violation of these 
borders was definitely an act of violation of Indian 
border. This amounts to international aggression. 
This undeclared war against India is the first point 
which deserves consideration at the hands of any body 
or organ that will be set up to settle the issue of 
Kashmir, In the declared war, it is a convention to 
call off the diplomats as a significance of the stage 
approaching war. Pakistan has not only violated the 
Indian borders but contravened the international 
conventions and usages in the war technic. 

Now let us examine the case from the point of 
the international aspects that are brought up in the 
discussions before the U. N. It was stated that the 
tribesmen came in as the liberators of their brothet- 
Muslims in Kashmir. Mr. Zafrullakhan had blown the 
drums to the effect in the U. N. Security Council. 
What is this liberation and how the liberation armies 
can come from without and not from within? How 
Pakistan Radio could announce the establishment of 
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the provisional government of Azad Kashmir when 
the Maharajah of Kashmir was ruling the State ? How 
the liberating armies carried plunder and rapine of 
their brothers and sisters and that the State authorities 
had to throw their army in the defence of these bro¬ 
thers and sisters from the rapine and plunder under¬ 
taken by the liberating armies ? In any case, how one 
nation can send such liberating armies against the 
other sovereign nation with whom they had the 
treaty of status quo ? Could'U.S.A. send her troops 
to Canada to liberate the people of Canada from the 
existing Canadian authorities ? What will be the 
international character of the liberating armies in that 
case ? Would it be anything less than aggression ? 
Was it not on the same ground that the liberating 
armies of China and North Korea crossed the 38th 
parallel and then what treatment they were given by 
the International body like the United Nations ? 
Was not an action contemplated in the U. N. Force 
to drive out the self-styled liberating armies ? 
Was it not for this very reason that Indo-China war 
was fought ? Was it not for this reason that 
the British, French and Israil Troops were withdrawn 
from Suez in Egypt ? Was it not for this reason that 
the USSR forces in Hungary were condemned by the 
U.S.A, sponsored resolution in U, N O. ? Can the 
same standard be inapplicable in the case of Pakistan ? 
Why the U, N, consider it necessary to apply the 
double standards-one for the rest of the world and 
one for Pakistan ? Is it that the price of SEATQ or 
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Baghdad Pact or Arms Deal between U.S.A. and 
Pakistan is so exorbitant that the principle of equity 
in the justice should be sacrificed to buy the military 
alliances ? Is this the moral behind the approach of 
the U. N. to the issue of Kashmir ? Unless with the 
invitation, an army of liberation not from within but 
from without amounts to aggression. This is as clear 
as daylight. This was one of the principles why USSR 
Forces were not welcomed in Hungary, Biitish/French/ 
Isrial Forces in Egypt; North Korean Forces in 
South Korea. 

Unless liberating forces are called for on the urge 
from within, such armies deserve only one treatment 
and that is punishing them until they reach their 
homelands. 

Naturally query is that how then Indian armies 
■went in ? This is a right question which has a right 
answer. As has been said hitherto and as will be 
shown in the subsequent Chapters, by accession, Kash¬ 
mir became a part of India. So the question of invi¬ 
tation does not in fact arise in the case of Indian troops 
for the simple reason that Indian Troops have a right 
to he any where on the soil within the limits. No one 
will question if the troops in USA move from 
this end to that end of the country. There is no 
wisdom in asking British, French or to that extent 
any country as to what should be the location of their 
troops within their country. So this question is ans¬ 
wered even without answering the spirit implied in 
the question. Besides Indian troops rushed to 
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Kashmir only because there was a State of emergency 
in Kashmir which was a part of their territory. The 
movements of troops to a place where emergency 
exists is but a natural operation of the military func¬ 
tions, 

The spirit of the question is, however, answered 
in the situation that arose after the entry of Indian 
troops in Kashmir. What was the scene at the time 
of entry of Indian troops who at the invitation of 
Maharajah of Kashmir went there ? Was it the invita¬ 
tion only from the Maharajah of Kashmir ? If that were 
so, India was legally right there too. But the invi¬ 
tation was from amongst the people. Not only that 
peoples’ Government that came into existence along 
with the accession of Kashmir to India welcomed it, 
but the common man in the street who was threatened 
plunder and rapine at the hands of irregulars, tribes¬ 
men and the Pakistan .Forces let loose in Kashmir, 
welcomed the Indian army as true liberators of 
Kashmir, her peoples and their property. The will¬ 
ing cooperation that the Indian armies received in 
every part of Kashmir where they fought the rai¬ 
ders, show how Indian troops were in true sense 
the liberating armies. Morally, legally, and in all 
sense of the practical life they liberated Kashmiris 
from the invaders whose only aim was to rape and 
kidnap, loot and plunder. The heroic deeds of the 
Indian armies in saving Kashmir from the utter tout 
were all the^ appreciation of Kashmiri people* 

To be more precise, Indian armies were there as 
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a part of their duty incumbent on any nation who is 
pledged to protect the life and property of their citi¬ 
zens. Liberating armies of Pakistan were nothing but 
a part of the coup d’etat planned to oust the State 
regime which was existing in the status quo arrange¬ 
ment with Pakistan prior to accession. Had it not 
been a case of accession to India, State regime in Kash¬ 
mir would have twilled in the undemocratic chaos 
resulting out of medieval cruelty inflicted on the citi¬ 
zens by the liberating armies of Pakistan. Singing the 
chorus of murders and genocide, the total annihilation 
of non-Muslims like the tragedy inthe East Bengal would 
have been the orgy of the people. No peoples in the 
world, however, connected by the religious affinity could 
afford the luxury of being taped and plundered at the 
hands of the liberating armies and upsetting their 
settled life. This way of the liberating armies coming 
from across the border is a direct threat of war against 
India. Pakistan could not claim to say a word in res¬ 
pect of the citizens of India who by their sacred cons¬ 
titution possess the right to change the ruler as they 
choose. 

Thus once when the scope and the functions of 
the liberating army in Kashmir are defined in the inter¬ 
national context, the function that follows is the 
clearance of the liberating armies from the lands of 
India, In fact India could, without reference to the 
United Nation, have done this job of clearance of her 
soil off the raiders. Butin pursuance of this policy, cer¬ 
tain amount of Orodsing the borders of Pakistan 
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Territory was necessary to see that every raider is set to 
his place in his own house in Pakistan. This would how¬ 
ever bring in the situation where Pakistan Armies and 
Indian Armies would have had to collaborate in an 
open conflict on a full scale war. Indian armies were 
in a position to meet the situation with which they 
were faced. But International conventions of this 
full scale war would presuppose a certain degree of offi¬ 
cial noncompliance recognised by the international 
forum on the part of Pakistan which failed to hold up 
the flow-in of the tribesmen into India. To give 
Pakistan a chance to do so, India did approach the 
U.N. to pursue Pakistan to undo the wrong she has 
done by invading India. Indian request was simple 
that Pakistan Government should, perform their 
legitimate international obligation of keeping her bor¬ 
der tight and not allowing any infiltration of irregulars 
to Indian territories, Had this request of India been 
complied by the U.N. and by Pakistan, Kashmir issue 
could have been solved in any manner favoured by 
India and Pakistan equally. Thus for avoidance 
of a full scale war against Pakistan, Indian armies 
were, being restrained from entering into Pak Terri¬ 
tories. In this case, this position is comparable to 
North Korea where Gen. McArthur of U-S-A. was 
insisting on crossing of Yalu river to set the Chinese 
volunteers at rest. 

The operation of Indian troops within the borders of 
Kashmir need a different approach in the international 
angle. What Indian troops did in Kashmir was stric- 
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tly an action against the raiders who unlawfully 
entered into Kashmir. If Pakistan Troops into Kashmir 
amount to aggression, action of Indian Troops in 
Kashmir amount to the defence against aggression. 
Is this action questionable in any code or canons of 
the International Assembly? The sovereignty implies 
the authority of the State to take such action against 
those who threaten the security or integrity of the 
State. The very character of the U. N* Charter pre¬ 
supposes the equality of sovereignty individually as well 
as in relation to U. N. O. Sovereignty is not barterred 
with the acceptance of the membership of the United 
Nations. If this understanding between the U.N. and 
its member, who by the multilateral arrangement agree 
to accept this principle, exists, the right of each 
member State to take such actions within its own 
territory is unquestionable. Not only this, but any 
precedent that will be set up by questioning this sove¬ 
reignty will defeat the cause for which the U, N. is 
established. U, N. undertakes the duty to defend the 
sovereignty of each member nation in times of aggres¬ 
sion. If this be the case, what U, N. can do is to help 
India in defending their sovereignty which is being 
endangered by aggression from Pakistan without ques¬ 
tioning Indian action. None of the provisions of the 
U, N, Charter warrant reference to U. N. for piloting 
the action against those who intrude oil the peace 
of the State. Understanding of reciprocal sovereignty 
implies that each State within its borders is empowered 
to undo with such elements as considered nuisance to 
the State, This is, therefore, the character of the func- 
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tion of Indian troops in Kashmir. 

Pakistan, however, have stationed troops in Kash¬ 
mir. This is tantamount to aggression. Thus difference™ 
the fundamental difference between the functions 
and the character of Indian Troops and Pakistan 
invaders in Kashmir is clear. Well, if Pakistan Forces 
exist on Indian soil not as aggressors but as the libe¬ 
rators of the people who hate thenv~let us say that 
they are liberating armies—-still the position that they 
are on the soil of Kashmir, which is the part of India, 
without any invitation from within does not change. 
So long as this state of unofficial aggression exists 
India could not declare an all out war against Pakistan 
except taking action against the liberators—the self- 
styled liberating armies who are not wanted by the 
people for whom they have been said to come. If any 
thing that can be challenged in this situation, was 
the process by which Kashmir has become the part 
of India. This can be done by reference to the Inter¬ 
national Court of Justice.and not the U. N. O. This 
certainly could not be solved by the sword of the 
tribesmen. When the attempt was made to solve the 
issue with the sword, India had a right and duty to 
defend Kashmir as a part of her territory. Tttis being 
not a regular war but the war fought by soldiers of 
Pakistan with the help of the raiders inexperienced in 
the military morales, the terrible horrors were brought 
to the people of Kashmir. 

India approached the U. N, for facilitating 
their action by pursuing Pakistan to dispense with 
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the raiders. Had the U, N. acted in the right way and 
at the right time, question of Kashmir would have 
been solved in accordance with the wishes of the 
people of Pakistan, the wishes of the members of the 
U. N. Secuiity Council inasmuch as with the wishes 
of the people of India, by the smooth functions of the 
Constituent Assembly which in the ultimate stages 
ratified their accession to India. But the U, N. instead, 
entertained Pakistan's claim to decide Kashmir issue 
on the ‘background of the communal riots’ which were 
originated in the direct action sponsored by Muslim 
League in pre-partitioned India giving blood-bath to the 
millions and millions of the people in East Bengal 
and elsewhere. In fact, this background, as will he seen 
from discussion, so far has no relevance to the issue of 
Kashmir, U, N. took wrong steps once and it had to 
justify these wrongs till the end. , 

If any thing which was within the competence 
of the U„ N. it was aggression by Pakistan against 
India, violation of the international borders, U. N. 
however chose to go into the process by which the 
Instrument of Accession was made operative. Let us 
now, therefore, examine this issue of accession. 

In this connection it has been earlier pointed out 
how Rajah Hari Singh ruling Kashmir since 1925, was 
the natural heir of theDogra Dynasty. When Raja Hari 
Singh by a Royal ceremony was made the crown figure 
of the State, in succession to Maharajah Pratap Singh, 
British Empire and to that extent the whole of the 
world recognised him as the rightful heir of Kashmir, 
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Till the year 1947 August, when the British withdrew, 
no one ever questioned his natural claim to the throne 
of Kashmir. With the disappearance of the British rule 
on Indian sub-continent, the bilateral Treaty of Amrit¬ 
sar, 1846 ceased to be operative. Thus the sub-sovereign 
status of Rajah Hari Singh disappeared with the British 
regime. Rajah Hari Singh became independent. Even 
Pakistan leaders including late Mr. Jinnah recognised 
this in the light of interpretation offered by the British 
Cabinet Mission. In fact Kashmir was more appropria¬ 
tely sovereign because in the case of Kashmir with the 
withdrawal of the British Rule from India, Kashmir 
automatically becomes the sovereign State as the de 
jure and de fueto regime of the Maharajah Hari Singh 
existed there. The ruler of Kashmir was perfectly 
empowered to dispose off the affairs of the State to the 
best of his ability in a manner considered best by him 
for the welfare of his subjects. Once when this situa¬ 
tion is accepted as it was accepted 22 years prior to 
1947, the act of accession undertaken by Maharajah 
need be examined in this light. The standstill agree¬ 
ment was offered to both the neighbouring countries 
of Kashmir. It was under consideration of the Gov¬ 
ernment of India. Pakistan accepted it only to violate 
it by refusal of coal and other foodstuffs etc. Pakistan 
facilitated entry of the tribesmen from their territories 
after imparting the training of the instruments supp¬ 
lied to the tribesmen from Pakistan Garrison for using 
them against the people of Kashmir. He therefore con¬ 
sidered in accordance with the dictates of his conscience 
the conscience of the Ruler—fit to join India which 



63 


allowed no tribesmen to pass through her territory to 
Kashmir to rape and kidnap the people of Kashmir. No 
one can question his sovereign powers in this regard. 
He was as much free to take any action he considered 
suitable for the State as much as U.S.A. President who 
in times of the emergency can take any action which 
he considers suitable to the welfare of the people. 
There was the State of emergency in his State due to 
pressure of the tribesmen and he acted exactly in a 
manner in which the sovereign of U. S. A. or to 
that extent of any country would have acted. Paki¬ 
stan planned a coup d’etat military conspiracy to de¬ 
throne him. Would he be, in these conditions, considered 
a sane man to embrace Pakistan only for the ruin. He 
had three alternatives before him. (a) to remain inde¬ 
pendent} (b) to join Pakistan} (c) to join India. Judging 
the situation around him, he took the decision in con¬ 
formity with the dictates of his conscience. 

This choice was in favour of the accession of his 
State to India- If legality of this accession is to be 
challenged it is not the U, N. but the International 
Court of Justice should be the venue. U.N. is not 
competent to give its political verdict on the legality 
of accession. The Instrument of Accession regularised 
complete transformation of the State to India. Any¬ 
thing that happens later is the internal affaits of the 
State including the assessment of the will of the peo¬ 
ple. It is entirely a domestic affair which does not 
fall within the co'mpetence of the United Nations or 
any one else except the Government of India. 
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While accepting the Instrument of Accession, 
the Government of India told Maharajah Hari 
Singh to ascertain the will of the people. Once when 
the State of Jammu and Kashmir had become the part 
of India by means of the Instrument of Accession, the 
Government of India was naturally empowered to ask 
Maharajah of Kashmir to take such steps as they con¬ 
sidered suitable. Ascertaining the will of the people 
was one of such steps. Maharajah summoned elec¬ 
tions of Constituent Assembly and this Constituent 
Assembly ratified the accession. As the representative 
of India said in the U.N. this is the ‘end’ of the matter. 
Where does the U. N. come in picture in regard to 
accession of Kashmir to India ?. 

Government of India, in pursuance of the policy 
of avoiding armed conflict made certain allowance. In 
disregard to the international canons and conventions, 
U. N. instead of giving its verdict on the aggression 
interfered in the domestic affairs of the sovereign na¬ 
tion such as India by questioning the accession. No 
government in the world including the government of 
India could ever tolerate the attitude of the U. N. of 
interference in the domestic affairs of the country. 
This was begging the issue. The approach to the issue 
made by the U. N. posed a question as to who was the 
aggressor ? The complainane or the aecused-Tndia or 
Pakistan. ? On the track of this agrument rallied the 
fundamental and the wider aspects of the scope of 
the sovereignty and the legality of accession. U, N. 
exceeded in assuming competence to deal with these 
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aspects, When the U. N. realised their inability to 
determine the aggression or rather when the U. N. 
considered it desirable to conceal the aggression of 
Pakistan ( this is evident from the fact that when Mr. 
Zafrulla Khan exposed the presence of the three Paki¬ 
stani Brigades on Kashmir soil, the UNCIP was shocked 
or to reproduce Mr. Korbelfrom his book'Danger in 
Kashmir’ who was a member of the UNCIP, they receiv¬ 
ed a bombshell by this news’ and how they brought this 
thing on record is that this additional information given 
by Pakistan ‘constitutes material change’. ) U. N. 
should have washed off the hands in regard to the issue 
as it managed to defer the settlement at the instance 
of Dr. Graham leaving the issue to be settled by the 
direct negotiations between the parties concerned. But 
the diplomacy in the U. N. had to play their own 
game. Therefore not in spirit of the settlement of the 
issue but to retalliate the stand taken by the Govern¬ 
ment of India on the issue of Suez or as the elderly 
statesman of India Shri Rajagopalacharya says r to 
debunk Mr. Nehru who was growing in importance’ ■ 
certain Western Powers managed to bring up the 
issue in a manner convenient to them. This was so 
clear and frank that many days before the discussion 
in the U. N. Security Council, nature of the outcome 
was, forecast and declared in the Western Press. 

It has been stated that the Govt, of India have 
made certain commitments. This is not true; No 
commitments were ever made. Certain possibilities were 
discussed. These possibilities were riot absolute hut 
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conditional subject to fulfilment of certain prerequi¬ 
sites. It will be absurd to expect absolute commitments 
regarding the posterity of the peoples who by society 
are dynamic and not static. Besides, the prerequisites 
mentioned in the U. N. resolution were not followed 
by Pakistan. Naturally the concessions which were 
to follow the fulfilment of certain prerequisites stand 
withdrawn. Government of India however realised 
the spirit behind the concession. This was the spirit o£ 
honouring the people’s wishes and this was done 
in setting up the Constituent Assembly elected by 
the people. 

This position is not acceptable to certain sections. 
U. N. Diplomats revolve their line of thinking around 
the central point of the will of the peoples. Anti- 
Nehru international campaign is wrecking against the 
rock of the will of the peoples in Kashmir as if the 
will of the peoples is a monopoly of those who 
champion military pacts and has nothing to do with 
Kashmiris themselves who have already given their 
verdict through the Constitution Assembly chosen 
by them. 

This point therefore needs the special attention. 
Basically, the offer of the will of the people of Kashmir 
came from India in response to the request made by the 
Maharajah for accepting the Instrument of Accession. 
Lord Mountbatten while making the offer of as¬ 
certaining the will of the people proposed following 
methods:— 

(1) Referendum. 

(2) Plebiscite. 
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(3) Constituent Assembly. 

(4) Any representative public meeting. 

This came as a consequence and not as a pre¬ 
requisite to accession. Government of India could not 
dictate any of their policies unless they accept Kashmir 
as their part. Putting the prerequisites and delaying 
the accession would have meant non-implementation 
of these prerequisites in those critical days when the 
tribesmen were only five miles away from Srinagar. 
Therefore the Govt, of India offered to assess the will 
of the people consequent upon acceptance of acces¬ 
sion to ratify the same by the peoples’ sanctions. This 
point is vital for further thoughts. 

In case of aggression by Pakistan, the Govern¬ 
ment of India approached the U. N. with a request to 
persuade the former from rendering assistance to 
■raiders as she was conscious of her rightful role. Like¬ 
wise the Government of India offered to ascertain the 
will of the peoples being aware of the fact that the 
■will of the people of Kashmir will be always on the 
•side of India. Would it appeal to commonsense, to 
consider that had the Government of India been 
having the slightest uncertainty about the result of 
•such an assessment, they would have made such comm¬ 
itments to get in the wrong box. ’Mr. Nehru was 
tight when he first made the offer’ of ascertaining the 
will of the peoples, says the New York Times. Not 
.only that Pandit Nehru was right but he was sure 'of 
the results. Then what happened ? 
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He "waited for two years watching the delibera¬ 
tions of the U. N. who instead of helping India in 
driving out the raiders, ignored the aggression made 
by Pakistan and went round about the talk of the 
demilitarisation etc. By initiating the talk on demili¬ 
tarisation, the position was changed. India and Paki¬ 
stan were brought on the same footing as against the 
complainant and accused inasmuch as they were 
aggressed and the aggressor respectively. This recog¬ 
nised Pakistan’s claim on Kashmir and ignored acces¬ 
sion which was not the job within the competence 
of the U. N. as has been shown above. 

Let us first see the aspects of the demilitarisa¬ 
tion. This consideration presupposes Pakistan’s locus 
standi in the case of Kashmir. Demilitarisation was an 
essential prerequisite of plebiscite. This prerequisite 
has been prescribed not by India but by UNClP. The 
ethics in the concept of the demilitarisation implies 
that there should exist no military pressures on the 
peoples of Kashmir and also that Indian troops should 
be there in Kashmir to meet the conditions arising 
out in acts parting from the law and order in the 
State. Let us ignore the latter part of the existence 
of Indian troops whose right of being stationed has 
been sufficiently discussed in earlier paragraphs. Be¬ 
sides, the presence of Indian Troops in Kashmir needs 
to be examined on the grounds that are to be explain¬ 
ed hereafter. 

What is the position of this condition ? Who 
is the defaulter? Answer is Pakistan. They, under 
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the UNCIP resolution dated 13th August 1948, were 
expected to disband the Azad Forces. Did they do 
it? Answer is negative. Explanation does not follow 
as it did not follow in the first few years regarding 
existence of the Pakistani Troops in Kashmir. In terms 
of the UNCIP Resolution, the position of India is 
now legally clear. Any attempt to ignore this posi¬ 
tion is inconsistent with U. N. directives as pointed 
by the Columbian Delegate in the recent U. N, de¬ 
bates on Kashmir. As U. N. had been kind to Paki¬ 
stan in condoning their big offences such as stationing 
of Pakistani troop on Kashmir soil, they have been 
gratious enough to condone this additional offence of 
Pakistan of not complying with the UNCIP resolution 
and who was rewarded by non-co,mpliance of the 
resolution on the part of Pakistan was India. She was 
asked to accommodate U. N. troops in preference to 
Pakistani troops on Indian soil. With India, the troops 
whether they belong to Pakistan or to any other 
command assume the same magnitude so long as they 
are not the troops of India. Indian reaction to U, N. 
Troops would be the same as it would be to the troops 
of Pakistan, So the talk of demilitarisation went 
entirely on the track which was exactly opposed by 
India and exactly for which reason the Government of 
India approached the U. N. 

The position is to be seen from the other angle 
too. Not only that Pakistan did not demilitarize their 
zone of occupation, but they equipped the same zone 
with the air bases and other tactical atomised weapons 
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so that entire talk of the demilitarisation was fruitless. 
All the efforts made by the U. N. to woo Pakistan 
were worth nothing in terms of the USA/Pakistan 
Arms Deal which provided such weapons to Pakistan 
as could be guided from the rear. Even if Pakistan 
would have demilitarised this zone which they did 
not do to their own disadvantage, this demilitarisation 
could carry no meaning in the context of the Arms 
Deal between the USA and Pakistan. Indian Prime 
Minister made no secret about this and acquainted 
the people at home and abroad about the changing 
situation. This Arms Deal not only changed the context 
behind Kashmir issue, but it changed the context 
behind all the problems outstanding between India 
and Pakistan. Indian peace and to that extent the 
Asian peace was sold at the cost of the Arms Deal 
whose only utility has been professed by Pakistani 
political and military leaders as against the target of 
India. With the atomised military within the 
distance of few miles of Indian borders, to initiate 
talk about the demilitarisation of the part of Kashmir 
now occupied by Pakistan is devoid of all the military 
utility and fundamentals. Pakistan as a sovereign State, 
as Indian Prime Minister says, have every right to 
act in a way which they consider best hut as these acts 
provide a potential danger to Indian security and 
particularly to Kashmir and to the people of Kashmir 
for whose convenience the proposal of demilitarisation 
was brought forth, these developments conceive failure 
in settlement of tlje issue of Kashmir. 
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It will thus be seen that the essential pre-requi¬ 
site ©f the demilitarisation on the part of Pakistan 
has not only been not complied and dishonoured but 
has been aggravated by the military alliances and 
Arms Deal with the USA rendering Kashmir an issue 
not between India and Pakistan but between the two 
power blocs. 

There was some talk about the appointment of 
Plebiscite Administrator—his origin and the scope. 
Let us be cleat of one issue that UNCIP accepted 
that the Plebiscite Administrator derives authority 
from the State regime. By accepting this position, 
UNCIP have indirectly accepted in a limited sense 
the sovereign status of Kashmir which is a sub-sove¬ 
reign body of India. U. S. A. delegate during the de¬ 
bates on Kashmir is reported to have raised certain 
juristic points with reference to this sub-sovereign 
status. His contention was that this sub-sovereign 
status binds India to fulfil her commitments that she 
has given to the world on behalf of Kashmir. These 
commitments are (1) the dimilitarisation by Paki¬ 
stan (2) ascertaining the peoples’ will. Both these 
commitments have been dealt with squarely in the 
preceding paragraphs. Some elaboration will still 
follow. However, this contention does not conflict 
with Indian stand in the light of what has been 
explained above, USA delegate’s contention is also 
answerable on the grounds that the sovereign status 
of India of which Kashmir is a sub-sovereign body does 
not by the constitution permit cessation of any unit 
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from the Indian territory. Let us proceed to next point 
of plebiscite administrator. 

Plebiscite administrator who was to derive the 
authority from the State of Jammu and Kashmir would 
necessarily possess the consent of that State. Objec¬ 
tion was raised by Indian Prime Minister to this 
appointment being made from amongst the big powers. 
This objection was so realistic, that very soon the Arms 
Deal with the USA was declared and thus exposed 
the bias implied in the appointment of the plebiscite 
administrator who was asked to give the verdict on 
the issue between two nations, one of which was 
interlinked with his parent government by the ties 
of Arms Deal and the other was not. Could it be po¬ 
ssible for the nation not receiving such arms aid to 
believe in the supposed neutrality of the appointment 
in such disputes of the international character. This 
point was dealt with by Pakistan to disadvantage of 
India though ultimately when Indian Prime Minister 
fully exposed the potential danger in the Arms Deal, 
Pakistan offered to reconsider the appointment from 
a smaller nation. This was too late to be acceptable to 
India in the light of the Arms Deal. 

Now let us see about the plebiscite—a watch¬ 
word on which Kashmir issue is being complicated. 
Plebiscite is a means and not an end in itself. Plebis¬ 
cite is for Kashmir and not the vice versa . The spirit 
behind the concept of the plebiscite is in consistence 
with the will of the people. The Prime Minister of 
India and to that extent the Indian public who were 
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disappointed at the U. N, delibeiations could not keep 
the fate of the people of Kashmir hanging pending 
finalisation of the issue in the U. N. which as has been 
stated above directed the trend on the power politics, 
The whole of India was marching in rapid strides in 
their developments. They were having their demo¬ 
cratic privileges. In pursuance of condition laid down 
in the acceptance of the Instrument of Accession of 
Kashmir to India, the election of the Constituent 
Assembly to assess the will of the people came into 
being. This elected body of the people drafted the 
constitution and ratified acceptance and the accession 
to Indian Union. This formalised completion of the 
Instrument of Accession with India. Internationally 
speaking the sovereign State of Kashmir acceded to 
the sovereign State of India in bilateral arrangement 
forming unilateral framework for both the Govern¬ 
ments wherein no other power, be it the U. N. or 
Pakistan can interfere. 

But this legal completion does not satisfy the 
inquisitive quest in pursuit of the morale in the case 
which is conveniently considered as unnatural acces¬ 
sion. A brief reference to Rajah Hari Singh’s abduc¬ 
tion deserves consideration. Moralist can question his 
own conscience, whether had it been advisable to India 
to initiate liquidation of the Monarchy in the State 
'peopled by Muslims but ruled by Hindu’ loosing such 
a vital asset in the accession of the State to India but for 
the determination on the part of the Government of 
India to honour the will of the people. The cynics could 
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say that India was not aware of vitality of this asset,, 
but as a logical sequence of the democracy which was 
transforming the face of India in its gigantic operation 
the monarchy had to be liquidated. This is further 
elaborated in Chapter IV as these domestic affairs bear 
no relevance to the present point except with refe¬ 
rence to the will of the people which is the spirit 
behind the doctrine of the plebiscite. 

Wild cry has been raised against the composition and 
the authority of the Constituent Assembly as undemo¬ 
cratic. About the composition and the formation of the 
assembly, it need be mentioned that elections were 
fought by the National Conference of Jammu and 
Kashmir on the issue of accession to India. People 
of Kashmir voted for the National Conference 
and thus confirmed accession. Besides Constituent 
Assembly ratified accession in favour of India by 
a special resolution. This shows not only it was barely 
democratic but it was having a better democratic 
essence than many countries in the world including 
Pakistan. Does the U. N. and the Security Council 
contemplate by the term ‘will of the people’ collective 
will of the people and not the representative will of 
the people ? If so, is not the manifesto of the National 
Conference of Kashmir which included accession as a 
voting factor in elections to the Constituent Assembly 
a sufficient measure to assess the general will ? In a 
border State where the neighbouring nation is fanning 
the fantastic religious enigma, it is likely that the ways 
* for assessing the general will o ther than that the one cited 
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above may be misconstrued. Besides the representatives 
to whom the people of Kashmir delegated the powers 
to choose their own pattern of the Government com¬ 
manded the faith of the people and were competent 
to decide their future in a way better than those who 
are asked to vote on such a matter of vital impor¬ 
tance after blinding them with the religious appeals. 
The will of the people is not the static conception 
but the dynamic phenomenon of democratic perfec¬ 
tion which was operative in the formation of the Con¬ 
stituent Assembly, It is also entirely within the juris¬ 
diction of the State to decide the manner in which 
the peoples’ will is to be ascertained. 

About the authority of the Constituent Assembly, 
answer is implied in the question, if the people of 
Kashmir who have chosen their own Constituent 
Assembly are not the authority to decide their own 
fate, is it the element arising out of SEATO and Bagh¬ 
dad Tact visible in the U. N. Security Council the 
•authority to decide the fate of the people of Kashmir ? 
If the Constituent Assembly does not represent the 
people, is it the Security Council that represent the 
people of Kashmir ? What is this manner of demand¬ 
ing the expression of the will of the people? If the 
Constituent Assembly is not sovereign, if Rajah Hari 
Singh is not sovereign, if the Government of India 
is not sovereign, in whom the sovereignty of the 
State of Kashmir rests ? Does it rest in the tribes¬ 
men who raped and plundered the people of Kash¬ 
mir ? Or does it rest in the coup d’etat planners 
of Pakistan who armed at ousting Rajah Hari Singh ? 
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Let us now examine the ceasefire agreement = 
What does it call for ? As has been shown previously 
it warrants disbanding of Azad Forces ? What the 
U. N. have done to effect this implementation of their 
condition ? What is the significance of the ceasefire 
line ? What is its duration and how it should be sub- 
stituted by the permanent situations ? As has been 
pointed out, only position will be that the entire 
region beyond ceasefire line meeting the borders of 
Pakistan pertaining to Kashmir should be handed over 
to India ? We have so far fully discussed the first two 
parts of cease fire agreement namely demilitarisation 
and presence of Indian troops. The last condition is 
of plebiscite, We have also examined the morals 
behind this concept of the plebiscite, We shall now- 
see the scientific approach to issue of plebiscite, 

What is the plebiscite ? The dictionary mean¬ 
ing is that ascertaining the will of the people regarding 
the sovereign status of their national administration. 
Conventionally, it is meant to be a ballot where the 
people in a particular region are allowed to cast their 
votes on a particular subject regarding their choice 
of the State to which they wish to join. Normally, it 
is taken as the allegiance of the people to the type 
of the party of the Government they choose to have. 
This plebiscite is a part of elections under the truce 
arrangements between two nations who are party to 
common conquests disputing about the particular 
possession of the territories. People so subjected to 
vote axe allowed to cast their vote to either of the 
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two nations. No international troops or international 
administrator come in the picture for carrying out 
such a plebiscite. Either it is done under the joint 
command between the two nations or it is conducted 
by the occupation forces of the parties to conquests. 
Under the latter arrangement the occupation army 
under its own arrangements carry out militarily 
supervised ballot. No tests for justifying the fairness 
or the impartial character of the paities are univer¬ 
sally prescribed. 

Plebiscite is not talcen in the States where the 
de jure and de faeto administration function, just to 
satisfy the claims preferred by other nations. In these 
cases, if plebiscite is to be administered, it will not be 
only superfluous and offending, but it will be provo¬ 
cating the people in such a State particualry in view of 
the experience of the coup d'etat tactics in the 
neighbouring States. 

Plebiscite is also taken in a place where the state 
of anarchy exists and the contending parties claim¬ 
ing superiority over the other contest the claims. In 
such cases the plebiscite is to be taken under mutually 
agreed common arrangements of the parties so con¬ 
cerned. No international tfoops or international admi¬ 
nistration come in for the purpose. Plebiscite challeng¬ 
ing the patriotic feelings of the peoples is not normally 
imposed by the international body as the basis of the 
plebiscite exercised by the international body is to 
give way to the patriotic feelings of the people in a 
manner considered suitable by them. If peoples choose 
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to express the feelings through other means such as the 
Constituent Assembly, the purposes of the plebiscite in 
principle and in practice are served. Plebiscite demand 
should be more from within than from without, if in 
true spirit the peoples’ will is to be ascertained. The 
process of the plebiscite if it is from without is only to 
satisfy the external forces provocating the disintegrat¬ 
ing tendencies in the state which is to be subjected to 
the plebiscite and as has been shown above it is a part 
of a coup d'etat or establishing the authority in the 
common conquests. 

Thus the principle of the plebiscite warrant the 
circumstances which are not existent in the case of 
Kashmir. It is neither a trust territory where the U, N. 
can use its jurisdiction nor the territory which is a 
result of the commoon conquest. This is a territory 
which is having a full-pledged democratic regime. It 
is a regime where the people have a right to choose 
their own government. It is a territory where 
the law and the order exist. It is a territory where 
the civil life is more progressive and stable than in 
many parts of the world. It is a territory where the 
political parties are allowec^to exist and function even 
if they carry the propaganda against the party in 
power in the State. It is a territory where the peace¬ 
time economic plans are being executed. It is a terri¬ 
tory where the education programmes awakening the 
mass consciousness are being rapidly implemented, 
illiteracy is being driven out, the political news paper 
championing the diversity in views are circulated. 
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Does any one think in the light of this that, had there 
been a plebiscite urge from within, this dynamic evolu¬ 
tion in the society would have taken place? 

In these circumstances, the plebiscite concept is 
not applicable to Kashmir. It is the misuse of the word 
plebiscite in having it referred to Kashmir. Kashmir is not 
the ‘no man's land’ where the external authority could 
claim over its right to interfere. Kashmir is as much a 
part of India as any other State. The cessation from the 
Indian Union is not a provision in the Constitution of 
India and there is no reason why Kashmir should have 
a special privilege to come out from Indian Union just 
to meet the satisfaction of those who are in no way 
concerned with Kashmir. If once the precedent of the 
plebiscite is to be introduced in respect of any State be¬ 
cause of its independent character, this would pave the 
way to complete disintegration of India which have 16 
Sates each being of peculiar nature in its characteristics. 
Any line leading to this school of thought is obviously 
a tendency likely to be termed as treason. Any act 
from any quarter demanding the plebiscite indicating 
the cessation of Kashmir from India will endanger the 
security of the nation. The cry of the plebiscite from 
those who pioneer the campaign of the hatred against 
India deserve the special note. If the plebiscite is 
to be taken in Panama, Cyprus or in Metropolitian 
Algeria under the forces prevailing in the respective 
territories directing the disunification of these terri¬ 
tories from thejr respective patent authorities how 
would it be welcomed by those who to-day champion 
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the cause of the plebiscite in Kashmir. India is having 
a fair hope of the peoples’ verdict to be in her favour,, 
yet in principle to accept the plebiscite condition in 
the case of Kashmir is to sell the sovereign status of 
India for the sake of the false conceptions of prestige. 
Why not the plebiscite question is pressed where it 
actually needs to be in places like Korea, Gemany or 
Indo China, Algeria, Cyprus, Panama ? Why the ple¬ 
biscite is being thrusted upon those who are having 
normal peaceful life. 

.Foreign powers find the scope for interference in 
the case of Kashmir, If the ceasefire truce could bring 
in this reward of interference by foreign powers in 
the affairs of India, acceptance of the plebiscite would 
invite the conspiratorial politics. 

There is one fundamental danger in the plebiscite. 
Any discussion without reference to this danger would 
remain incomplete. It is that if the plebiscite is to be 
taken in Kashmir by providing Pakistan a hand into it. 
The religious fanaticism would be wild and the peaceful 
plebiscite in its true spirit which implies the expression 
of the will without being subjected to any kind of 
pressutes—psychological or physical—is absolutely 
impossible. There is an additional danger that the 
life of 4,000,000 Muslims in India will be insecure as 
the secular nature of Indian Democracy will disappear. 
Theocratic elements within Indian public will crop up» 
thus bringing the whole sub-continent in turmoil. 
This will create unrest in the whole of India and loss 
of the national life and property will be so tremen- 



81 


dous and irrepairable that for many years to come 
that loss will not be made up for. Which Government 
sensible to its reponsibilities will undertake this risk of 
exploding the civilisation at the mercy of wild passions 
ignited by the religious cries unconnected with the 
ssue of the plebiscite ? Plebiscite will do no good but 
all loss to the life and the property of India. 

Taking into account the pre-war conditions, 
plebiscite question came up for consideration in 17 
international cases. Out of them only 8 plebiscites 
came true. In many cases among these eight, it was 
more or less only a farce e.g., Turky. 



CHAPTER IV 

INSIDE KASHMIR 

The period of universal economic depression 
prevailed during the years 1929-30. In the sub-continent 
of India unemployment was rampant. The social on- 
lookers centred their thought to the problem of 
employing the youth of India. Politically, Indian 
liberation movement under the leadership of Mahatma 
Gandhi had caused a good deal of mass awakening 
and political consciousness. The leaders of Indian 
liberation movement aroused the passions tremend¬ 
ously and directed them towards the passive resistance 
movement in India. The campaign of freedom 
movement with the inspiring contribution of positive 
leadership illuminated the hearts of the millions in 
India with the flames of patriotism. The irresistible 
forces were created. India was breathing the air of 
struggle to survive her existence with honour and 
function in the comity of nations equal to any 
one else. 

When this volcano was bursting in India, its 
undercurrents transcended the borders of the princely 
States. Kashmir, holding the rich heritage of leading 
the rest of India in culture and civilisation naturally 
became the symbol of the peoples' struggle for obtain¬ 
ing the democratic privileges. Mass consciousness 
began to be sensative there. The agitation to get 
the democratic rights beqame acute. In the case of 
Kashmir, there was no problem of driving the ruler 
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out but to democratise the set-up of the Government. 
As has been stated previously, there were two kinds 
of agitation in the Indian movement. One was the 
agitation symbolised by the 'Quit India Movement’ 
sponsored by Mahatma Gandhi and the Indian 
National Congress and the other agitation was by 
the subjects in the princely States where question 
was one of modernising the set-up of the administra¬ 
tion. The status of the princely States was independent 
and was directly linked with the Crown through the 
Crown representative in India. The British Govern¬ 
ment policy was not to interfere in the internal 
administration of the States as far as possible. All 
the administrative aspects excluding the defence, 
foreign affairs, communications were the affairs 
directly dealt with by the State rulers in conjunction 
with their subjects. 

This was the general condition of the States in 
India. The peoples in the States were struggling to 
restore their rights of the self rule. The nature of 
the struggle varied from State to State as each State 
had its own peculiar set-up. For instance, in Kashmir, 
the population was comprising of Sikhs, Hindus, 
Buddhists with the majority of Muslims, 

The struggle which took place there, was therefore 
initiated from the narrow vision of opposing the Ruler 
by the presentation of the acts of oppression. The 
Muslims or non-Muslims who fell outside the circles 
favoured by the Ruler were suffering alike. In curbing 
the unrest among the subjects, the Dogra Ruler used 
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as many battalions composed of Muslims as of non- 
Muslims. This movement supported by the agitation 
already started by young educated Pandits, who were 
foaming with frustration for having been refused entry 
in the administrative services of the State, Pandits also 
demanded, (a) freedom of press (b) right to form 
association (c) legislature of the representative of the 
people (dl appointments of key position from amongst 
the people. But the movement was naturally to come 
from the people who formed the majority part of the 
population. Oppressions of this class were magnified 
to unify the people under one banner of the major 
community. This appeal to the religious conscience 
proved to be successful and the movement got some 
momentum in the State. Administration took prompt 
action in the restoration of the law and order within 
the State. 

On 12th November 1931, the ruler of the State ap¬ 
pointed the Grievances Enquiry (Glancy) Commission 
to formulate the proposal to meet the grievances of 
the people. The composition of the Commission was 
as follows:— 

(1) Mr. B. J. Glancy, President, an official of 
Government of India. 

( 2 ) Mr. G. A. Ashai. 

( 3) Mr. Frem Nath Bazaz. 

( 4) Mr. Ghulam Abbas. 

(51 Mr. Lok Nath Sbarma. 

Broadly, the Commission was entrusted with the 
job of enquiring into and report of the various comp- 
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taints of'religious and general matters. In the years 
1930-31 the appointment rrf the Glancy Commission 
came as a pleasure to the people as the movement in 
die State was fomenting awakening which was 
not conscious till then. The Commission declared the 
following reforms in March 1932 <—( a ) Appointment 
of the legislative body ( b ) adviSoty capacity of.legis¬ 
lature (c) composition of the assembly should be 
such as to conform to election of 33 members of the 
total 75 members. ( d ) recruitment to Public servants 
to be on merits ( e ) land proprietory rights were restor¬ 
ed ( f ) industrialisation. 

All Jammu and Kashmir Muslim Conference was 
formed in October. 1932 to get greater share in the 
administration. This movement remained restricted 
to a section of the people, A leader like Mr. Sheikh 
Abdulla, a youth from the Aligarh University took 
the actual part in this movement and helped to streng¬ 
then the organisation in opposition to the autocratic 
rule of the Maharajah of Kashmir who offered to form 
the legislature to give way to the peoples feelings 
This offer of Maharajah was welcomed in view of the 
situation that such steps were not even contemplated 
in the other States of India where autocratic rule ex¬ 
isted. Glancy Commission also served to unify the 
different sections in the State because the implement¬ 
ation of these proposals implied the fuller cooperation 
of all sections of the people. These proposals were 
open equally to all. The first session of the Legislative 
Assembly was held in the year 1934. 
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Judging from the conditions then existing in 
India, the appointment of Glancy Commission 
during those days was indicative of the spirit of toler¬ 
ance and accommodation of the parties who were 
challenging the very existence of the State Ruler and 
permitting them to function in the legislatures. All 
Jammu and Kashmir Muslim conference was diametri¬ 
cally opposed to the rule of the law administered by 
Maharajah Hari Singh, He, however, took the advice 
of the Glancy Commission and brought into effect 
the legislature of 75 members. 

Even for the bare implementation of the Glancy 
Commission's proposals, it was natural for the All 
Jammu and Kashmir Muslim Conference to discard 
the communal activities, communal creed and come 
into the wider field allowing the other sections of the 
peoples to participate in the affairs of the deliberations 
of the party. Thus in their approach the very princi¬ 
ple for which All Jammu and Kashmir Muslim Con¬ 
ference was fighting was defeated. The years 1934-35 
saw the strife of the peoples. The gradual process of 
participation of non-Muslims in the All Jammu and 
Kashmir Muslim Conference came into being since 
its origin ‘The Hamdard’ a popular weekly was larglcy 
responsible for converting the Muslim Conference in¬ 
to National Conference. In 1936, Kashmir Youth 
League came into existence. In 1937, the non-Muslims 
fought shoulder to shoulder with the Muslims in 
agitation for the greater share in the administration 
under the constitutional head with zeal for the struggle. 
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This demand for unseating the State ruler was suppress¬ 
ed by the State regime and many Hindus along with 
the members of the All Jammu and Kashmir Muslim 
Conference were arrested. The intercommunal charac¬ 
ter of the struggle was recognised by the leaders of 
the All Jammu and Kashmir Muslim Conference by 
allowing certain Hindus and Sikhs in the Muslim 
Conference in Jammu and Kashmir. Sheikh Abdulla, 
the President of Muslim Conference for the year 1938 
in his presidential address on 26th March 1938 declared 
the following reasons for converting Muslim Conference 
into National Conference. 

(a) Large majority of Hindus and Sikhs in the 
State have immensely suffered. 

(b) Establishment of responsible Government is 
as much a necessity for Hindus and Sikhs 
as for Muslims. 

(c) Organising United front- 

This intercommunal character was hailed by 
re-christening the name of the organisation as The 
All Jammu and Kashmir National Conference'. This 
historical change took place on the 11th June, 1939 
in the advent of World War. From 1930 to 1939, 
Hindus, Muslims, Sikhs and Buddhists were fighting 
under the banner of the All Jammu and Kashmir 
Muslim Conference. The point in reference related to 
the fact thatalthough the Muslim Conference closed the 
doors constitutionally to allow entry to non-Muslims 
’ into the organisation, still for the common cause of 
being relieved from the oppressions of the autocratic 
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rule, all the sections offered their share in 'the struggle* 
Had it not been so, other parties representing the 
cause of their sectional interests would have become 
powerful with the connivance of the State ruler who 
could exploit this disunity to his advantage. Therefore, 
the change came smoothly, without any revolt in 
the party or any break-up within at the time of the 
rechristening the party’s name and the political status* 

This only helps to emphasise the national charac¬ 
ter of the movement in Kashmir which was in 
consistence with the national forces fomented by the 
.Indian National Congress—an organisation which won 
the freedom for India. This particular character of 
the movement in Kashmir was deep-rooted in the 
hearts of the millions of Kashmiris. Some non-Muslims 
designated to the positions of the executives in the 
National Conference completed the conversion of the 
Muslim Conference into National Conference. 

The National Conference after this change 
emerged as an organisation championing the cause of 
the welfare of all the sections of the peoples. This 
gained momentum. Radical programme indicative 
of the progressive characteristics was drawn out. The 
National Conference among their demands chartered 
as the 'National Demand' sought the scope of the 
extension of the peoples’ right to elect all the 75 
members of the Assembly on the principles of the 
adult suffrages general control of the Maharajah over 
the State with the responsible Government formed 
with the choice of the elected members of the legisla- 
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ture. In India excluding Kashmir, the demand for the 
weightage to Muslims was in existence which was 
opposed by the Indian National Congress—sister 
organisation of the National Conference in Jammu 
and Kashmir. Considering this fear of the minorities 
in India, the minorities in Jammu and Kashmir, though 
provided by the constitution for weightage at the hands 
of the majority hardly availed of the same, Matters re¬ 
garding the expenditure revenue without having con¬ 
trol oV'er the privy purse and army were also included 
in the National Demand. 

In the course of the period that followed, the 
war broke out and the British Government generally 
followed the policy of suppression so as to keep the 
situation in the country under control. The National 
Conference carried the propaganda and amassed the 
strength and unity of all sections of the peoples and 
participated in the Governmental affairs during the 
period of the war days. Popular committees at official 
centres were formed. The National Conference co¬ 
operated with the Government in the vital affairs 
such as the distribution of the food grains etc. This 
constructive Cooperation initiated by the National 
Conference brought among the people at large a 
tendency to have general reliance in the National 
Conference where as this gesture on the' part of the 
Maharajah of Kashmir to permit the National Confe- 
'rence to function in the administrative matters gave 
them a chance to contact the people in the social 
exchange and the people made to realise the practical 
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difficulties that lay in the administration of the State 
affairs. When the National Conference was engaged 
in the co-operative policies,, their propaganda for the 
fulfilment of their national demand was in full swing 
as the Indian National movement reached its zenith 
during these days. 

In the year 1936, in the other States of India, 
the organisation namely the States Peoples Conference 
Was formed. This States Peoples’ Conference was 
akeen to the Indian National Congress whose leaders 
were directing the broad lines of the policy of the 
States Peoples’ Conference. Pandit Nehru who was 
the president of Indian National Congress also 
presided the States Peoples’ Coference. Movement 
of the States Peoples’ Conference was not carried in 
consistence with the movement of the Indian National 
Congress. The States Peoples’ Conference had the 
several peculiar aspects, Each State was in itself a 
distinct unit and distinct character. Therefore common 
action of the movement was not possible in spite of 
the fact that it was the affiliate body of the Indian 
National Congress. 

The National Conference of Kashmir in their 
own wider interests joined the States Peoples’ Confer¬ 
ence in the year 1941. It thus became allienated to 
the Indian National Congress which accepted the 
power after the withdrawal of the British Regime 
from India. As the National Conference was iden¬ 
tified with the Indian National Congress for its ideals 
and the general policy, Sheikh Abdulla who was cne 
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of the leading workers of the National Conference 
was chosen on the executive of the States Peoples’ 
Conference. 

Maharajah of Kashmir, however, was implement¬ 
ing the policy of appointing two members of the 
legislature as the responsible ministers in the State, 
National Conference accepted the offer but protested 
by the issuance of the pamphlet called ‘New Kashmir’ 
preambled by Sheikh Abdulla, leader of the National 
Conference. This 'New Kashmir’ was hailed as the 
Magna Carta of the peoples of the State. In the 
year, 1944 when India was still ruled by the British 
people and Indian leaders were behind the bars, such an 
issuance of the pamphlet declaring near-termination of 
the rule of the Maharajah was quite revolutionary and 
though Maharajah sharply reacted, he did not deter 
and allowed the offer of the appointment of the mem¬ 
bers of the legislative assembly to run the adminis¬ 
tration in certain sections. It is this chatter of the 
all popular national body like National Conference 
that demanded the Constituent Assembly which was 
later appointed by the Maharajah of Kashmir in the fol¬ 
lowing years. Attempts are being made to substantiate 
that at the instance of Indian Government alone, this 
Constituent Assembly came into formation. If that 
be the case, nothing undemocratic has been done by 
Government of India in asking the people to choose 
their own pattern of the Government. But there was 
an additional urge from within for the formation of 
the Constituent Assembly, 'The New Kashmir’ hailed 
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as the Magna Carta by the leaders like Sheikh Ab¬ 
dulla demanded the Constituent Assembly, In the 
year 1944, before the birth of Free India and Free 
Pakistan, the demand for the Constituent Assembly 
for Kashmir came forth. In those days. Pandit Nehru 
to whom the blame is ascribed for convening the Cons¬ 
tituent Assembly was in jail and was not in a position 
to initiate the demands of the Constituent Assembly 
contained in, the ‘New Kashmir’. Ths ‘New Kashmir’ 
among many things brought out the radical reforms 
in the land tenure, proprietory rights of the land etc. 

The movement sponsored by the National Con¬ 
ference was akeen to Indian National Congress, This 
will be seen from the fact that the leader of the 
National Conference, Sheikh Abdulla was elected exe¬ 
cutive of the States Peoples Conference controlled and 
guided by the nationalist forces in the Indian States. 
In the year 1946, he was elected as the President of 
the States Peoples' Conference, By virtue of the fact, 
that the leader of the National Conference had the 
privilege to be on the executive of the States Peoples’ 
Conference ultimately reaching the Presidentship of 
' the Organisation goes to prove the influencing associa¬ 
tion of National Conference with the policies of the 
States Peoples’ Conference. This shows that what 
.happened in Kashmir was nothing unlike the events 
that took place in other Indian States. It was a part 
of the process in continuity—a dynamic operation of 
the democratic faith. 

National Conference, therefore, came out of the 



restricted world, and became dominant enough to 
influence the public opinion in regard to the affairs 
of the administration. It moulded the destinies of 
the people and kept up to their hopes, National 
Conference was fighting for its existence and effective¬ 
ness in contrast to the Muslim Coference which was 
under the old gowns of the sectional appeals surviving 
to keep up the disunity in .the State. This Muslim 
Conference, however, failed to have a claim of the 
mass backing as compared with the National 
Conference in almost all the meetings, agitational 
’■movements, constructive reforms, press and 
pulpit. National Conference became the mouth¬ 
piece of the common man. Muslim Conference 
can be broadly said to be representing the ideals of 
Muslim League in pre-partitioned India whereas the 
National Conference was by its practice and principles 
following the faith professed by the Indian National 
Congress in the pre-independence days of the sub¬ 
continent. A majority of Muslims supported the 
National Conference showing the out-dated nature 
of the mediaevl school of thought in terms of socio¬ 
religious politics, This is very effectively seen in the 
fact that inspite of Mr, Jinnah's two months stay in 
the period approaching the independence era, the 
leaders and the followers of the National Conference 
held the unshakable faith in the ideals declared by 
the National Conference. 

, National Conference emerged put of the communal 
limitations as Mr. Brecher says in the ‘Struggle ior 
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Kashmir’ ( pp. 11 ) ‘By its very existence the inter- 
communal National Conference provided evidence 
in support of the off-disputed assertion that Muslims 
and Hindus could not only live to-gether but could 
also co-operate in a joint struggle for political eman¬ 
cipation. The National Conference is an embarrass¬ 
ment to the protoganists of two-nation theory ( viz. 
one nation for Muslims* and the other for non-Mus¬ 
lims ).. 

In the year 1946, National Conference mobilised 
the unrest in the State to inspire ‘Quit Kashmir’ move¬ 
ment styled in the fashion of the ‘Quit India' movement 
in India; the former was applicable to Maharajah of 
Kashmir whereas the latter was applicable to the Bri¬ 
tish Administration in India. To be true to the realities, 
exactly as it happened in India excluding Kashmir 
the same things happened in Kashmir. In India where 
the Indian National Congress was fighting against 
the British regime to restore the independence was 
opposed by Muslim League in a co-operation fashion¬ 
ed to get the active help from the British regime in 
securing the special privileges to Muslims and thus 
bringing the co-operation from the Muslim peoples in 
India, likewise, in Kashmir the Muslim Conference 
co-operated with the Maharajah of Kashmir when the 
National Conference was striving for their emanci¬ 
pation from the autocratic rule. Thus Muslim Confer¬ 
ence had the ridiculous position of helping the cause 
to which they were supposed to oppose and this had 
practically made this organisation ineffective in the 
State. 
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This was apparently on the advice of late Mr, 
Jinnah who had two months long stay in Shrinagar for 
inspiring the conspiratorial coup d’ etat against the State 
regime. Ha was said to be on a mission of ‘reconciliat- 
ing the different sections of Muslims in the State of 
Kashmir whereas John Campbell says he had designs to 
enter into Kashmir in triumph’ after the successful 
staging of the cruel drama of the coup d’etat in alliance 
with the tribesmen. This was not acceptable to 
the people of Kashmir as a whole and in particular to 
Muslims who were in a majority supporting the Sheikh 
Abdulla line of thinking in terms of the secular 
doctrines. Late Mr. Jinnah, however, being conscious 
of the futility of his efforts, in order to retaliate the 
National Conference proclaimed that the State ruler 
had a right to join either of the proposed dominions 
presumably banking on the hope that some mis-handl- 
ing in the administration of the State of Kashmir under 
the stewardship of Diwan Kak who was privately 
negotiating with late Mr. Jinnah for Stand-still 
Agreement that came into being with effect from 15th 
August, 1947. It should be remembered that when 
actually by utilsing the very interpretation of the 
constitutional sovereignty implied in the king of Kash¬ 
mir, as offered by late Mr. Jinnah, the Maharajah 
Hari Singh acceded to India, he branded this as a 
military conspiracy between India and Kashmir which 
has been refuted by the British Generals who were 
then controlling the Indian forces, Mr. Jinnah did 
his best to undermine the unity of all sections of the 
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peoples of Kashmir under the banner of the National 
Conference. This is evident from the trend of the 
propaganda that was carried in the official organ of 
Muslim League 'Dawn’ founded by Mr. Jinnah. The 
'Dawn’ welcomed the first stages of Mr. Jinnah’s mis¬ 
sion of breaking the unity of the peoples of Kashmir as 
move for reconcilliation and rapprochement between 
the nationalist and the non-nationalist muslims but as 
the advocacy of Mr. Jinnah could not bear any effec¬ 
tive testimony of having been successful in bringing 
the change in the nationalist character of the Muslims 
of Kashmir, the 'Dawn 1 began to condemn the National 
Conference and the Nationalist approach of the Mus¬ 
lims in Kashmir, 

20th May, 1946, before the sub-continent 
of India was partitioned and made free, when Mr. 
Jinnah was in a gloom of the disappointment, the 
leader of the National Conference Sheikh Abdulla was 
arrested for speeches made by fyim against the Treaty 
of Amritsar, 1846. National Conference was fighting 
for the complete removal of the autocratic rule, The 
Muslim Conference condemning the 'quit Kashmir’ 
movement offered to co-operate with the Maharajah 
of Kashmir, As a counsel of despair -.- Muslim 
Conference supported exactly opposite to what they 
were aiming at. But the National Conference movement 
was in full swing and had gone too deep in the roots 
■ of the hearts of the people of Kashmir to be deterred 
in any way from- theirgoal of the Nationalist Govern- 
-inent in Kashmir. 1 Mr. Jinnah ■ who' was supposed to 
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‘reconciliate’ the nationalist and the non-nationalist 
Muslims in Kashmir did not utter a wor^J on the 
arrest of Sheikh Abdulla and the other Muslim 
leaders of the National Conference, during the r Quit 
Kashmir’ movement. 

It was Pandit Jawaharlal Nehru whose services 
were then urgently required in Delhi in the pre-inde¬ 
pendence days, who rushed to help and up-keep the 
inspiration fostered by the movement of the National 
Conference. Me sought the liberation of Sheikh Ab¬ 
dulla. Pandit Nehru’s passion for freedom and his 
strong sentiments against suppressions were so acute, 
that not as a Prime Minister of India nor as a leader 
of the Congress party but as a common soldier in the 
struggle for the emancipation of the people of Kashmir 
from the autocraic rule he was dragged to the scene 
of Kashmir, thus turning the eyes of the whole of 
India projected'towards the events that took place in 
Kashmir. Pandit Nehru was welcome by Maharajah 
by forbidding him entry into the State. Pandit Nehru 
whose only mission in life was to break the rules and 
laws inconsistent with the humanity—provocative of 
the basic values of the life, broke the laws and entered 
into the territory of'the State - of Kashmir. The law had' 
its own course. This provides a pointer in direction 
that the movement' of the National Conference did' 
receive its* inspiration from the Indian National* 
Congress thus - providing further- strength to the 
belief that the-people of Kashmir were at one with the 
rest of the peoples* of- India—culturally socially po~ 
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litically economically and geographically. The leaders 
of Muslim Conference who were co-operating with 
the Maharajah of Kashmir as a part of the coup d'etat, 
that was in the offing were also arrested by the Maha¬ 
rajah of Kashmir as soon as the National Conference 
leaders were wound up. When the National Confer¬ 
ence leaders were arrested, the whole of the State 
was infuriated and the police force in the State had to 
resort to firing but when the leaders of the Muslim 
Conference were arrested, not a single case was report¬ 
ed where the public antagonism was witnessed. Even 
the Muslim League leaders of India who were abetting 
the disunity in the State of Kashmir amongst the 
Muslims did not raise an alarm over the arrest of the 
leaders of the Muslim Conference. 

During those 75 days — from 24th August 1947 
to 26th October, 1947—the Maharajah of Kashmir 
was in true sense a sovereign ruler. In this short-lived 
rule of his sovereign status many sensational events 
occurred. With the lapse of the Treaty of Amritsar, 
1846 by the withdrawal of the British regime from 
India, Kashmir Ruler assumed Independence in the 
duration of these 75 days. Maharajah Hari Singh was 
having the status quo arrangement with India and 
Pakistan, though the former have not agreed to the 
Stand-still agreement except in principle, Pakistan 
agreed to the Stand-still agreement only to violate it by 
means of the discontinuation of supply of the food¬ 
stuffs and the other essential things such as fuel etc. 
This violation of the Stand-still agreement on the part 
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of Pakistan was further completed by allowing the pass¬ 
age to the tribesmen from across the border o£ 
Kashmir with the bases camped in Pakistan. 

These 75 days disclosed to the State regime the 
price of becoming independent. Wisdom in Maha¬ 
rajah's indecision of joining either of the dominions 
was challenged by the trying circumstances that deve¬ 
loped during this period. The Maharajah who had 
his own intentions of keeping his State independent 
between two comparatively stronger neighbours was 
found in the Shakespearean dilemma of ‘to be’ or ‘not 
to be’. 'It was in Kashmir, peopled by Muslims, ruled 
by Hindu, resting upon India nestled against Pakistan, 
cross road of refugees bleeding from the terrors of 
both Muslim and Hindus, pillage and murder (in 
neighbouring countries) that the most tragic explosion, 
product of this fusion was to take place'"’ says Mr.’ 
Korbel in his ‘Danger in Kashmir’. This appropriately 
states the psychological crisis prevalent in the person 
of the Maharajah. Peculiar geographical positions 
in which Kashmir State was located was living on the 
goodwill of the two nations. It could nor remain 
free' if these two neighbours unitedly decided otherwise. 
The Maharajah of Kashmir fully realised his 
dependence 'in economic affairs on the neighbouring 
countries. This is why he sought a Stand-still Agree¬ 
ment with the Government of India and the Govern¬ 
ment of Pakistan. Running of postal services, the supply 
of fuel such as coal, petrol etc., supply of food were 
the matters to be dealt 'with by Pakistan under thd" 



Stand-still agreement. The other matters such as the 
imported stuffs; textiles etc. were largely the matters 
to be dealt with by the Government of India. So 
long as the Government of Pakistan had the motives 
to honour the Stand-still Agreement they entered 
into, there was no economic instability in Kashmir 
because the essentials of life such as food, coal etc, 
were the obligations to be fulfilled by Pakistan. 
Kashmir did not suffer from the inherent weakness 
in her limited defence potential as the economic 
affairs of the State were well in order. The Law 
and order was prevalent in Kashmir. Thus Kashmir 
was seeking her voice to be heard beyond 
the frontiers of Kashmir and consolidating her 
independent status. The aggressive designs of Pakistan 
were in offing in the coup d'etat, the other part of 
which was being acted in Kashmir itself. The State 
restored the law and prder in spite of the fact that 
the bulk of the State forces were deployed on the 
border towards the North-west of Kashmir. This 
manipulation of the coup d'etat, was sensed by the 
Kashmir State regime. Effective stepson the borders 
were taken to save the people of Kashmir from the 
aggression. The State regime was well assured of the 
peoples' loyalty tp the law and order within the State 
These disruptive forces in the State emanating from 
the coup d'etat arranged by Pakistan were combed 
out by the State regime and were effectively dealt 
with as such forces did not claim the popular support. 
This also helped to establish the awe of the State rule 
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in her independent status. The calm atmosphere 
which proved to he the calm before the storm did not 
support the political trends that were essential for 
the proposed coup d'etat. As a first part of the coup 
d’etat, it was essential for Pakistan to dislocate the 
forces of stability in the State. As this was not 
possible from within as the coup d'etat activities were 
not responded by the people of the State, Pakistan 
strived to dislocate the State from without, by upset¬ 
ting the economic equilibrium in the State after 
they discontinued to fulfil the obligations resulting out 
of the Stand-still Agreement. In spite of the efforts 
on the part of Pakistan to cut off the economic co¬ 
operation to Kashmir, the State regime had a very 
effective management of the State and they had 
managed to keep the normal life by the efficient 
exchange in the intercommodity trade and exploiting 
the internal reources to their maximum. These 75 
days when the State of Kashmir was independent had 
therefore to meet the circumstances as the big powers 
and the nations big or small in the Europe faced in 
the immediate post-war periods. The fiscal policy of 
the State of Kashmir was drawn with foresight adaptable 
to the changed circumstances. 

The social nuisance called as the ‘Punch Revolt’ 
against the Rajah of Poonch was utilised by the 
tribesmen as an excuse for invasion. The tribesmen 
began to pour in Kashmir in the batches of few which 
in a very short time turned into the swelling batallions 
of Pakistan Army. The State forces were deployed 
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on the borders to defend the peoples of the borders. 
There is a report that 13,000 tribesmen entered between 
23rd and 26th October 1947 with as many as 73,000 
waiting in camps situated near Rawalpindi in Pakistan 
for 'orders to march in Kashmir'- Kashmir was com¬ 
paratively calm by virtual suspension of the activities 
of National Conference whose leaders were behind 
the bars. The other workers of the National Con¬ 
ference whose arrests were not effected, carried out 
the underground activities without causing any poten¬ 
tial threat to the security of Kashmir from within in 
spite of some of the coup d’etat working in Kashmir. 
As stated above, a full-fledged aggression was launched 
on 21st October, 1947 when thousands of tribesmen 
and Pakistani Nationals crossed the borders in quest 
of ‘Gold and Woman'—Kanak and ICanta. This was 
the implementation of the coup d’etat planned at the 
secret meeting between the Pakistani Military/Politi¬ 
cal Leaders and the leaders of Tribesmen at Rawal¬ 
pindi. The State forces who were comparatively 
fewer in numbers and inadequately equipped staged a 
brave fight against Pakistan’s aggression and halted 
the tribesmen’s progress to certain extent for about a 
week. But as mote and more numbers of 73,000 Tri¬ 
besmen camped at Rawalpindi were pouring in, the 
State forces retreated towards the capital. On 27th 
October 1947, the Maharajah of Kashmir had to cast 
his suspense, continuation of which brought the hopes 
for nothing hut the peril as the price of independence 
in the face of the coup d'etat policies of Pakistan* 
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This single factor is enough to disprove Pakis¬ 
tan’s claim of popular support to their liberating 
armies. Had that been so, the State from within 
would have been a turmoil and Maharajah of Kashmir 
would have found no time to consider calmly the 
question of accession to India or otherwise. 

One more factor that disproves the claim of 
Pakistan of the popular support after Poonch tragedy 
was over, is evident in Baramulla which was a town bet¬ 
ween Shrinagar and Pakistan, was the target for the 
loot and rapine. Let us examine Pakistan’s claim of 
popular support in their proposed coup d’etat. The 
majority of the population of Baramulla was Muslims as 
was in Poonch. Muslims offered tough resistance against 
the tribesmen who were pouring in thousands from 
Pakistan. It had the population of 14,000 citizens and 
out of these 13,000 were killed outright, and when the 
Indian troops entered into Baramulla they hardly 
found 1000 citizens living. ( N. Y. T. dt. 10.11. 47). 
The figures are actually more than they appear 
before the public. ^The event of holding two of the 
citizens on the hilltop as hanging for death pending 
co-operation from the citizens show the unshakable 
faith of the people in the State regime of the Maha¬ 
rajah of Kashmir. Nurses including the foreign women 
( the reports of which currently appeared in many 
of the British and American papers ) were raped and 
killed. A famous story of killing a nurse who was 
engaged in the maternity service to a Muslim woman 
( who also was killed along with her child ) is well- 
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known. The atrocities committed by the tribesmen 
excelled in degree in the most cruel way of treating 
the conquered. 

This situation ended when the State regime 
offered the Instrument of Accession to India. 

Events that took place between 24th October 
1947 to 27th October 1947 were so rapid that analysis 
of these events would render no tangible results. 
Government of India accepted the request made by 
the Maharajah of Kashmir and that was the end of 
the independent rule of the State. From £7th October 
1947, another form of the Government under the 
general control of Maharajah came into being. Sheikh 
Abdulla of the National Conference who was released 
on 29th September, 1947 was summoned to form a 
Government by the Maharajah of Kashmir. 

This new regime of Sheikh Abdulla after being 
secured in a position and achieved safety from external 
aggression declared new policy of their Government, 
which will give equal rights and equal opportunities to 
ail men irrespective of cast and creed. “Kashmir Gov¬ 
ernment will not be the government of any communi¬ 
ty. It will be a joint government of both Hindus and 
Muslims'* said Sheikh Abdulla in his statement. 

The minute before the midnight, Kashmir was 
divided on 1st January 1949 by the implementation of 
ceasefire ttuce implied in the acceptance of the re¬ 
sol tion of the UNC1P dated 13th August 1948. The 
area of the other part of Kashmir is 5000 sq, miles along 
•the lines of Mirpur, some portion of Pooncli, Muzafara- 
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bad (Capital of Azad Kashmir), Wazarat and Gilgit 
and Ladakh, with the population of 9,00,000 including 
2,00,000 refugees. The State Regime of Kashmir have 
no jurisdiction on this area. 

On the other parts of the cease fire lines where 
the State regime of Kashmir became effective, their 
master plan of ‘New Kashmir’ was made operative by 
implementation of the contents therein, In this part 
other party organisations such as Kisan Mazdoor Con- 
fe'rence (Peasant and Labour Party), Kashmir Socialist 
Party, Sikh Akali Party were functioning without any 
substantial effect. Political life in Kashmir began to 
take the mass-awakening programmes. Praja Parishad 
(Peoples conference) became successful in gaining po¬ 
pularity in opposition lo National Conference, 

New Kashmir brought in the changes radically 
transforming the face of Kashmir. Radio communi¬ 
cations in the States were improved by installation of 
the numerous listening posts all over the Kashmir. 
This provided active interest in the village folks and 
peasants spread all over the valley and elsewhere. (218 
in Kashmir and 150 in Jammu.) Audio visual education 
centres on modern lines were the high light of the 
education enterprises in Kashmir, Press is free. 
Broadly speaking every one of the eight citizens buys 
the news paper Can any one expect with such a high 
political consciousness, there w/ill be suppression not 
voiced by the people ? And if so, the tourists among 
whom many are Westerners and Americans<go unheard 
about such a suppression. Besides, the reforms referred 
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to above, the books propagating the ideals of the 
peoples democracy outlined in the New Kashmir 
were edited. New Kashmir pamphlet was considered 
as the bible for the peoples of Kashmir. Annually 
about 5,000,000 such books are edited and sold out 
in the public imbibing the spirit of revolution 
amongst the youths of Kashmir. One of the novel ways 
in which New Kashmir ideals were popularised were 
visible in the New Teachers to teach New Ideals to 
the New Youths outlined in New Kashmir, These 
new teachers were afoot to propagate the spirit of 
New Kashmir school of thought. One can imagine 
the voulme of the social consciousness awakened in the 
State of Kashmir for the past few years. 

This is further substantiated when the land re¬ 
forms are taken into consideration. Land has been 
provided to every peasant and to say the average pea¬ 
sant possesses 1.23 acres of the land (Struggle for Kash¬ 
mir by Mr. Brechere). The co-perative. marketting 
has been introduced thus eliminating the blackmarket- 
eering and the other tactics of cornering the goods 
for artificial famines with a view to raise the price 
levels. A common man in Kashmir was happy to 
welcome these reforms which went in the long way to 
uplift the standard of the common man. 

When Kashmir was thus progressing fast to race 
with the rest of India in attaining the prosperity and 
good life, the whole of India was undergoing the tre¬ 
mendous process of the integration of the States into 
the Indian Union. This was a part in the phase of 
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the progress of the revolution of the States'Peoples 
Conference of which the leader of National Confe¬ 
rence of Kashmir was President, Shill and the states¬ 
manship with which the rulers offered to merge their 
States with the rest of India indicates their sense of 
patriotism inasmuch as their understanding with the 
people. Without posing any threat to the national 
security or without offering any mental or psycholo¬ 
gical resistance rulers of the State realising the march 
of the times agreed to keep pace with the events, This 
liquidation came only by the persuasion and the 
democratic methods. In no case the bullet was fired 
or the law and older was disturbed. Discipline and 
the dexterity in deeds and words contributed to this 
cause of the liquidation of the States in India. 

On 20th June, 1948, Maharajah Hari Singh ter¬ 
minated his own rule passing it on to the young prince 
Yuv raja Karan Singh by a proclamation. State 
regime with the young democracy infused with the 
new young blood at the helm of the affairs rapidly 
marched towards the general expansion of the deve¬ 
lopment schemes. National Conference was now the 
pacty in power imbibed with the political ambition, 
demanded in October, 1950 in the General Council of 
the National Conference, the elections of the Consti¬ 
tuent Assembly for the fulfilment of their slogan of 
expression of ‘freedom before accession’ through the 
Constituent Assembly. In May, 1951 the young ruler 
conceded to the demand of the National Conference 
of election of the Constituent Assembly by the adult 
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■suffrage. All the 75 members of the Constituent 
Assembly were to be elected. 45 members from Ladak 
and Kashmir and 30 from Jammu. Election fever in 
Kashmir created sensational awakening among the 
peoples of Kashmir. The National Conference which 
was in its high tides in Kashmir succeeded in keeping 
with its popularity at the polls. Historical announce¬ 
ment was made by the Chairman of the Constituent 
Assembly on 31st January, 1951; 'National Conference 
■had goneto the people of the State with a programme 
of Accession to India and this programme of Accession 
has been,ratified by every single adult of the State’. 
This was the popular sanction to the accession of the 
State to India. This is many times more worth than 
plebiscite which will be conducted under the pressure 
of the religious appeals. 

The events in Kashmir were moving fast, The 
young ruler was given the position of the constitu¬ 
tional head in the democratic process and this was a 
part of the great progress of integration of States that 
was going on in India. It is argued that the Govern¬ 
ment of India when found it to their convenience, they 
evicted the rulers. Viewed from the angle of the 
demonarchisation all over India, such an argument 
only indicates the Ignorance of the situation in this 
part of the world. 

Sheikh Abdulla, one of the leaders of the National 
-Conference was drifting away from the people. The 
■Praja Parisbad, an opposition party to the National 
Conference held several meetings a day in the various 



parts of Jammu and Kashmir denouncing the policies 
Spoken by Sheikh Abdulla. Peoples as a whole resent¬ 
ed him. He was betraying the public pledge he had 
made to the people of Kashmir in regard to ratification 
of Accession of the State to India as declared in their 
election programme. In famous Nehru-Sheikh Agree¬ 
ment certain principles of the relations of the peoples 
of the State with the rest of India were chalked out and 
these relations made the young Ruler as the Sadar-i- 
Riasat meaning the constitutional head of the State as 
mentioned above. 

The people of Jammu wdo were opposed to Sheikh 
Abdulla’s policies insisted on the immediate merger of 
the State with India. Ladakh peoples expressed their 
desire by the slogan 'Ladakh for Ladakhis’ and the 
Vale of Kashmir was daily foaming with fury in the 
antimerger attitude of the leader of the National 
Conference. This tirade against Sheikh Abdulla was 
not only powerful among the peoples but his own 
associates in the struggle for restoration of the self 
government of Kashmir were severley opposed to his 
policies for instance Shri Bakhsi Ghulam Mohammad, 
a very popular and the able leader of the National 
Conference who helped Sheikh Abdulla to come to the 
power challenged the statements made by Sheikh 
Abdulla-as a leader of the National Conference as 
well as a leader in the cabinet. His other two colleagues 
in the cabinet along with Bakshi Ghulam Mohammad, 
offered to resign as a protest against Sheikh Abdulla 
as a token, of no confidencein his leadership. Thus 
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Sheikh Abdulla was facing expulsion from the National 
Conference as well as from the Cabinet. 

With the result Bakshi Ghulam Mohammad who 
had already earned the fame by the treatment he has 
given to the blackmarketeers and was popular among 
the peoples and deputy leader in the Cabinet of the 
State was called to form a Cabinet- His roar that he 
‘offered to defend the accession at the cost of his 
life’ brought to him the magnetic devotion of the 
peoples whose only urge was ratification of the acces¬ 
sion to India. Sheikh Abdulla’s statement created 
the fury among the peoples and he was subjected to 
house arrest after formal consent of the Maharajah to 
the decision taken by the overwhelming majority of the- 
cabinet on 9th August, 1953. Much has been said 
about this house arrest of Sheikh Abdulla who, it 
is said, was going to Gulbargah in attempts to flee to 
Pakistan, People who are aware of the arrest of Pakis¬ 
tan Prime Minister Mr. Surhawardy by bis own Govern¬ 
ment only a few days ago, those who know that the 
Chief Minister of the West Pakistan Dr. Khan Sahib 
was under the detention for several years without 
any trial at the hands of Pakistan Government will 
hardly question the arrest of Sheikh Abdulla whose 
statements if examined give nothing but the tendency 
of drifting away from his pledge of ratifying accession 
to India. Those who are aware of the way in which 
Rosenbergs, of U, S. A., Berria of USSR, Cyprus 
Youths and the Algerian Nationalists are liquidated 
will refrain from .passing a comment 'on the house 
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arrest effected in case of Sheikh Abdulla. 'Thus ended 
at least temporary menace of the political cancer... 
though a socialist, acted as a dictator...at the hands 
of his life long associates by arms of which he had 
used often for himself says Mr. Korbale in Danger in 
Kashmir (p. 242). 

Thus came to an end a State approaching the 
anarchy and chaos which threatened the cracks in 
the integrity of the State and return to the medieval 
age. Psychic crisis in the person at the helm of the 
affairs facing towards Pakistan with the possible aid 
coming from the thousands of miles away was set to 
rest by removal of Sheikh Abdulla from the net work 
of splits and differences. There after from 8th August 
1953 to 26tli January 1957. the Constituent Assembly 
which was presided by the constitutionalist like Sadik 
conducted its proceedings in the normal manner. 
Constitution of Kashmir was patternised to suit the 
local ambitions of the peoples in a democratic manner 
of share in administration for the rulers and the ruled. 
It is noteworthy to observe that the iob of the consti¬ 
tution making in Kashmir was not like reading the 
passages from the code, but it was a thorough process 
of democracy. In the house of 75, elected by the 
people by adult suffrage in the political contests can¬ 
not be expected to be driven like sheep. The press 
including the foreign correspondents were allowed 
to watch the proceedings of the Constituent Assembly, 
Every clause was discussed and adopted by a majority 
vote. With the mandate from the people to ratify 
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the accession to India, the National Conference 
triumphed in election and the Constituent Assembly 
thus elected, naturally adopted the ratification of 
accession as pledged to the people in their election 
programme. This A sembly adopted many features such 
as the separate flag of Kashmir, the election of consti¬ 
tutional head of the State, etc. This reform of the 
constitutional head terminated the Dogra dynasty 
which came into being as a consequence of the' treaty 
of Amritsar, 1846. This was in consistence with the 
demonarchisation and democratisation process all over 
India. 

This democratic process is more glaring on the 
background that in Pakistan held Kashmir, the regime 
was changed 8 times to suit the convenience of the 
leaders of Pakistan whereas in the State regime of 
Kashmir the leadership was chosen by the people of 
Kashmir themselves. 

On 26th January, 1957 Kashmir Constituent Assem¬ 
bly wound up its proceedings- Kashmir has now, by 
ratification of the people, become the part of India 
and new elections have taken place showing the 
democratic function in the State, 

National Conference have again swept the polls. 



CHAPTER V 

PAKISTAN AND KASHMIR 

In. the preceding chapters, we have discussed 
Pakistan’s position ns-a-ws internal and international 
developments in regaid to Kashmir. These discus¬ 
sions, though complete in themselves, would nor do 
justice to the cause of social peace unless Pakistan’s 
interests are exclusively exposed. 

Pakistan’s appearance in the case of Kashmir 
followed the appearance of the irregulars and the 
tribesmen in Kashmir. Pakistan claims that the larger 
section of the population of Kashmir are Muslims and 
therefoie Pakistan has a right to plead the cause of 
the larger section. If this be the case, every Muslim 
whether he is in Pakistan or in any part of the world 
including India has a right to plead the cause of every 
other Muslim who is a citizen of the nation where 
no theocratic regimes of Islam exist. This position 
will raise certain fundamentals. Is not the every 
citizen, of whatever creed or faith he may be, expect¬ 
ed to be loyal to his own Government ? Will Pakistan 
permit if the cause of non-Muslims in Pakistan is 
exploited to attack Pakistan in order to safeguard 
the interests of non-Muslims in Pakistan ? And what 
relevance will Pakistan show if their attitude on 
Suez crisis or treatment to non-participants in 
Baghdad Pact is questioned ? If Pakistan pretends to 
champion the cause of the Muslims, their partitioned 
attitude towards the Muslims ip Kashmir and towards 
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the Muslims in Egypt or Syria is not understandable. 
The only scope of understanding of this partitioned 
attitude is found in the convenience of their policy. 
Muslims in China, Muslims in Russia, Muslims in 
India, Muslims in the Arab States do not consider 
that Pakistan is the only source of protection for 
them. They do consider that the Governments of the 
countries wherein they reside are the adequate 
protection for them. Forty millions of Muslims in 
India possess as much conscience towards the welfare 
of their faith as fifty millions of Pakistani Muslims do. 

If this is the case, why Pakistan should stake 
their existence in madness after Kashmir ? This 
question will need a fuller study of the political 
set-up of Pakistan. 

While presenting Pakistan’s case before the U.N. 
Security Council, Mr. Zafaruilakhan, Foreign Minister 
of Pakistan, made a touching reference to the back- 
ground of the case. Unfortunately the background 
to which he referred misleads in the context of the 
cause which he was pleading. The cause he was 
referring to was Indian complaint of aggression by 
Pakistan whereas the background related to the 
commual disturbances resulting out of abetment of 
communal hatred fostered by those who were respon¬ 
sible for creation of Pakistan. 

Let us therefore start with late Mr. Jinnah’s (the 
Governor General of Pakistan) reported intentions of 
entering into Kashmir in triumph. Mr. Jinnah had a 
two months stay in Kashmir in the early periods prior 
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to the partitioning of India. During this period, he 
held several consultative meetings with the leaders 
of Kashmir. These leaders were Muslims and the 
larger section of the peoples who were led by these 
leaders were Muslims. There were leaders of the 
Muslim Conference which followed the policy of 
Muslim League that was instrumental in the creation 
of Pakistan. With this background of consultations 
with the Muslim Leaders of Kashmir who parted 
company with him in the approach to the issue of 
Kashmir, Mr. Jinnah cherished the hope of entering 
into Kashmir in triumph. Mr. Jinnaih’s theocratic 
doctrines were not conceivable to Muslims of Kashmir. 
This is apparent that even in the prepartitioning of 
India, the larger section of the population was opposed 
to being led into Pakistani trap. If this position is 
understood, it will hardly need any stress to prove 
the futility of Pakistan's claim of psychological 
inclinations of the larger section of the people of 
Kashmir to Pakistan. When Mr. Jinnah realised that 
it was impossible to secure Kashmir by methods of 
convincing and persuasion of the peoples, he, on 
having founded Pakistan and consolidated his personal 
position manoeuvered the conquest of, Kashmir in 
the medieval fashion with the aid of the tribesmen. 

These personal aspirations of Mr. Jinnah in res- 
pebt of Kashmir had a wider repurcussions on the 
future of the people of Kashmir, This is the correct 
background 6f the tribal invasion, 
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Let us now examine the background of the com¬ 
munal disturbances which Mr. Zafatullakhan consider¬ 
ed as a cause for the provoCiStion of tribesmen. This 
background of the communal disturbances arising out 
of the direct action was initiated to establish the two 
nation theory. This was initiated by the Muslim League 
in the pre-partitioned India for the achievement 
of Pakistan. To understand the correct appreciation 
of this direct action some reference to the history of 
the struggle for independence carried out by the nation¬ 
alist forces in India will be helpful. Ever since its 
establishment, the Indian National Congress of India 
see in motion the forces of mass awakening amongst 
the peoples. After a certain degree in this respect was 
achieved, there were tendencies among the certain 
youths in India which if encouraged would have taken 
the shape of the violence and Indian revolution for 
their independence would have been one of the type 
normally taking place where the political guidance evi¬ 
dent in the spirit of leadership of Mahatma Gandhi is 
not available. Under the leadership of Mahatma 
Gandhi, Indian Political movement took a different 
turn and the mass movement converted into passive 
resistance. This was a longer but surer course to achieve 
the independence. This way implied moral forbearance 
on the part of a common man who was a soldier 
volunteering himself for the successful emancipation 
of Indian people from the British rule. This way of 
passive resistance was not acceptable to the leaders of 
Muslim League and exploited the political awakening 
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in the cause of creation, of Pakistan. In opposition to 
the Indian National Congress, the Working Committee 
of Muslim League always took such positions which 
would do harm to social peace and unity. This attitude 
of Muslim League abetted the deep-rooted hatred 
amongst the followers of these two organisations. In 
the pre-independence days, the Indian National Con¬ 
gress who had the largest following in India and had its 
activities reached in the remotest village was always 
put in the inconvenient position by the ruling party 
using Muslim League as instrumental in upsetting 
the plans of Indian National Congress. This contro¬ 
versy created a situation for decades of the struggle 
in which Muslim League as the favoured party of the 
British Regime acquired many gains without waging 
any kind of protest movement whereas the Indian 
National Congress which was always in the vanguard 
of the movement suffered the disfavour of the adminis¬ 
tration. 

When the negotiations for independence were 
reaching finalisation, naturally the demands of the 
Indian National Congress received the greater con¬ 
siderations. This position was not adjustable with 
Muslim League whose only work in the liberation 
struggle was to oppose the Congress. In consistence 
with their policy of opposing Congress, they planned a 
, programme which was diametrically opposite to the 
passive resistance movement of the Congress. They 
sponsored the direct action. Now, what does this 
direct action mean ? The meaning of this direct 
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action programme was visible only in its implementa¬ 
tion. This direct action programme was implied by 
the mass murders of non-Muslims wherever they were 
in minority. In Bengal and Punjab where the non- 
Muslims were in the minority, millions of deaths 
scored the direct action programme victory for 
Muslim League. Life in India was completely unsafe. 
Normally any non-Muslim leaving his home unarmed 
could not expect his safe return to the home unless 
some divine power helped his safe return. These 
millions of deaths that occurred during those days due 
to the direct action programme of the Muslim League 
went a long way in creating the feelings of bitter¬ 
ness between the nationalist forces and the non¬ 
nationalist forces. There are instances where the 
nationalist Muslims supporting the movement for 
Indian independence were subjected to social murders. 
When the communal frenzy amongst the followers of 
the Muslim League was at its zenith, the peoples in 
the Indian States were comparatively non-affected 
by this political propaganda. 

The Muslim League which gave birth to the devil 
of rapine and mass killings was not in a position to 
check the forces geared by them. With the result 
that even when the British proposals of forming two 
nations in consistence with the demand of the Muslim 
League were declared, the elements prevalent in the 
tirade against non-Muslims continued this mass 
killing of non-Muslims. The nationalist forces in 
India, immediately after independence, checked this 
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process in India but the retaliating spirit in Pakistan 
was running so high that the Lahore City was made 
a citadel for non-Muslims who were butchered without 
any exception to the child, and the age or sex. 
Non-Muslim women were brought in for the 
forcible marriages. When passion was running so 
high, it had a natural reflection in India where in 
comparison, passion for cruetly was by far less than one 
magnified by Mr. Zafarullakhan. 

Peculiar situation was, however, arising in the case 
of Kashmir where both the Muslims and non-Muslims 
assumed safety under the State regime. Muslims and 
non-Muslims who found their lives and honour inse¬ 
cure rushed to Kashmir borders and the necessary 
facilities without any exception to the cast or creed 
were provided to them. This position was not conge¬ 
nial to Pakistan who sought insecurity within Kashmir 
for the attainment of their goal of entering into 
Kashmir in triumph. The treatment that was given 
to the peoples who were not the subjects of Kashmir 
regime brought in the feeling of gratification amongst 
the larger sections of the people of Kashmir tvbo were 
Muslims and there arose a strong feeling of loyalty to 
Ruler of Kashmir who was then passing through the 
transition stage of independent Kashmir, This is in 
short the background of the case of Kashmir which 
Mr. Zafarullakhan considers enough to provocate the 
coup d'etat tactics. 

Pakistan had another claim that the people of 
Kashmir are largely Muslims and that their ipClina- 
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tions should naturally fall with Pakistan. This wishful 
thinking of Pakistan deserves sympathy. It is, however, 
hard, to coerce the people to change their inclinations 
which they have cast in favour of India through their 
Constitutent Assembly In the preceding chapters we 
have at length discussed the political situations 
existing in Kashmir. 

Pakistan’s insistence in case of Kashmir is under¬ 
standable in the context of political situation existing 
in Pakistan. When Pakistan was formed, the archi¬ 
tects of this new nation were aware that with one 
wing in the East and the other in the West, it would 
be difficult to rerain the co-ordination between these 
two wings if Indian attitude of hostility towards 
Pakistan is taken for granted. These two wings could 
be held to-gether only so long as there is no war 
between India and Pakistan, This applies to the situ¬ 
ation from the security point of view. 

There is another aspect to the issue. The popu¬ 
lation in the East Bengal will form the majority, if the 
adult franchise is adopted. This will keep the West 
Pakistan always under the thumb of the Fast Pakistani 
political parties. This can^be better understood if the 
distance physical as well as psychological that exists 
between these two units is realistically appreciated. 
With thousands of miles of territory held by India 
between these two units, the either of the unit is 
nearer to India than what they ate to each other. 

This physical factor apart, the capital of the State 
of Pakistan is in the Western Unit. This gives a 
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position that although the East Bengal form the bulk 
majority in Pakistan as a whole, they are ruled by the 
minority group. This truism is pinching so acute in 
Pakistan, that there arose the necessity of converting 
the different provinces of West Pakistan into one unit 
to keep the balance in the political set-up. This one 
unit plan of Pakistan gained exactly what was opposed 
to. It brought in the situation where these two wings 
of Pakistan were posted in the camps opposite to 
each other. 

This point in relevance to Kashmir issue arises out 
of this situation in Pakistan. There was political in¬ 
security in Pakistan. The people of East Bengal who 
had the distinct culture opted to choose the autono¬ 
mous character for their unit. No ministry in 
Pakistan could survive for a period of five years as the 
national backing to the ministry was lacking. This is 
of course the internal affair of Pakistan. But this 
position had direct bearing on the issue of Kashmir. 
The only factor unifying the two units of Pakistan 
from the point of integrity was their opposition to 
India. Kashmir which was made a burning issue by 
Pakistan was fully exploited to retain the power of 
the ministries claiming national support to their policies. 
This opposition to India went as far as the economic 
affairs too. Pakistan’s economy fell severely and 
to-day 40% of the budget of Pakistan is financed by 
the USA in addition to the military advantages derived 
out of Baghdad pact etc. The leaders of Pakistan will 
not be able to survive their reputation and power if 
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they dare tell the truth to the people of Pakistan that 
Kashmir is an illusion for them. 

Kashmir is a factor which among many other 
factors in opposition to India has been unifying in¬ 
tegrity of Pakistan, Take an hypothetical case. Kash¬ 
mir is given to Pakistan as gesture from India, Do 
the Pakistan Ministers sincerely believe that they 
will survive their existence in the ministry unless they 
coin some other dispute with India say Canal Waters 
or like that. Answer is 'nob Withdraw the opposition 
to India and Pakistan Ministries will whither unless 
the East Bengal Wing gets its due share in the political 
set up of Pakistan, 

This is how Pakistan and Kashmir are inter-relat¬ 
ed. Not for the people of Kashmir, not for the people 
of Pakistan but for the people in power in Pakistan 
that Kashmir is made the battle ground of diplomacy 
by Pakistan. 



CHAPTER VI 


THE PLAN AND THE PEOPLE 

A man in the street constitutes an emphatic 
answer to the psychological menace created by the 
production of international debates. What does the 
common man in Kashmir feel ? Does a foreigner who 
visits Kashmir sense the feeling of inclination on the 
part of the people of Kashmir to join Pakistan or at 
least is there any resentment prevalent amongst the 
people against the decisions taken by the Constituent 
Assembly ? The position is not so 1 

Mr. Jarring, U. N. representative who was 
deputed for investigating the fields of agreement in 
the viewpoints 'of India and Pakistan was perhaps 
aware of this reaction of a common man in Kashmir. 
He, therefore, possessed a vision of possible diffi¬ 
culties in the plebiscite uncalled for by the people of 
Kashmir. It would be improper on the part of U. N. 
to upset the settled life of the people of Kashmir and 
to throw them once again in the political climate of 
fear and uncertainty. 

Shri M. C. Mabjan, ex, Prime Minister of 
Kashmir and Chief Justice of the Supreme Court of 
India in his series of articles published in the Hindu¬ 
stan Standard of June 1957 has elaborately stressed 
that the people of Kashmir did not in any way indicate 
any inclinations towards Pakistan in spite of personal 
appeals made by late Mr, Jinnah to the Muslim 
sections of Kashmir. 
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The recent election campaigns represented the 
democratic flare and in no public meeting the reconsi¬ 
deration of the accession of the State with India was 
sensed nor any party contesting elections found 
it worthwhile to make a reference to the effect in their 
manifesto. Election compaigns were intensified and 
the National Conference ensured its return to 
power by the economic betterment of the people. 
The other parties although they championed the 
return of Indian territory now occupied hy Pakistan 
failed to win at the poles as they lacked positive 
programme. Kashmiri whose conduct during the 
election period was exemplary discharged the demo¬ 
cratic functions of electing their representatives quite 
peacefully. This indicated the peace prevailing in 
the minds of the people as well as the reign of social 
peace in the State. A common man in Kashmir 
considers that the political crisis of Kashmir no longer 
exists. Their desire to merge their entity with the 
rest of India has been met with. With the Indian 
forces guarding the borders of their mother-land, their 
life is secure and no more threats of tribal atrocities 
are possible. A dispassionate observer need not be 
taken by surprise, if he finds a common man in 
Kashmir is indifferent to any talk about plebiscite 
and is enthusiastic about the economic prosperity of 
his own and of Kashmir as a whole. 

An ambitious Second Five-year Plan of Kashmir 
costing about 35 crores of Rupees cover the employ¬ 
ment potential, agricultural and community develop- 
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merits, communications, education, health, develop¬ 
ment of backward areas, tourism, slum clearance and 
irrigation etc. After the completion of Second Five- 
year Plan the life of Kashmiris will be enriched by 
additional production, better aminities, matured local 
self Governments and educational advancement. 
Agricultural production with the investment of 
Rs. 93. 33 lakhs will contribute to additional produc¬ 
tion of 20 lakhs mds, of food by the end of 
Second Five-year Plan. Rs 346. 57 lakhs will produce 
additional 17, 800 kW of energy. 1. 44 lakhs of addition¬ 
al acreage will be brought under cultivation by 
expending Rs. 310.00 lakhs. 19 major bridges and 1560 
miles of road transport will be developed at the cost 
of Rs 600.00 lalchs. 

Kashmir which is so famous traditionally for the 
past several centuries for their cottage industries will 
find a new fillip in the investment of Rs. 392.20 lakhs 
allocated to the increase of cocoon production from 
24 seers to 40 seers, increase in the raw silk production 
from 1. 80 lakhs to 3.00 lakh lbs. and increase in the 
number of emporia from 13 to 21. This will once 
again bring Kashmir to lime light as the Kashmir art 
is still appreciated in the various parts of the world. 

Second Five-Year Plan has laid the special stress 
on the educational activities. The sum of Rs, 300.00 
lakhs has been provided for establishing 1500 basic 
schools, 6 post-Mattie Training schools, upgrading 
and revising the standards of 120 schools, 2 Post-Gra¬ 
duate Training Colleges for women, one college for 
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Physical Education and one M Ed. Class will be found¬ 
ed and 4 Inter Colleges will be upgraded to Degree 
standard. 

Similarly Health schemes costing about Rs. 30,000 
lakhs cover extensive increase in the bed strength in 
Provincial Hospital and chest diseases Hospitals each 
by 300 beds, opening of 16 dispensaries in towns, 
organisation of District Public Health Services and 
Establishment of the Medical College. This will keep 
the State of Kashmir physically fit and will meet 
minimum health requirements of a common man. 

Housing, labour welfare of the backward class, 
social welfare claim Rs. 157.00 lakhs. Kashmir due to 
its peculiar geographical condition is not considered 
an industrial State and labour ploblems in Kashmir 
are not so acute as they are elsewhere. Backward class 
of Kashmir however does constitute a case for serious 
consideration and allocation of Rs. 140.72 lakhs will 
help their upbringing. 

Local bodies claiming the allocation of Rs, 139.00 
lakhs include slum clearance, laying out of parks, re¬ 
moval of bad corners, improvement of board and open¬ 
ing of Health centres. Improvement schemes for 
district towns in respect of water supply, tube wells etc. 
will cost Rs. 85.34 lakhs and will include towns like 
Baramullah, Anantnag, Sopore, Kandi area of Jammu 
etc. 

The administration of the State of Jammu and 
Kashmir have taken special measures to make the 
people plan conscious by expending Rs. 16.00 Lakhs, 
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They have provided for 1,90,000 volumes of 48 publica¬ 
tions in English, Urdu, Hindi and other languages. 
Feature articles, poster charts, special number of local 
news papers, documentary pictures also constitute 
the plan publicity drive. Besides cultural songs and 
dramas representing Kashmiri, Dogra, Ladakh will be 
used as a medium of instructions for plan publicity. 
Research branch of planning department forms an 
important feature of statistical schemes which cost 
Rs. 10,00 lakhs. 

The tourism is an important feature in the Second 
Five-Year Plan. Tourism is a modern science, A 
country which welcomes tourism promotes healthy 
convention of unconcealed intentions. There can 
hardly be any truth in the talk about suppression of 
civil rights in Kashmir when the tourists from all over 
the world are not only welcome but provided every 
facility and opportunity to move freely within the 
interiors of the State. Tourism needs a good road 
transport system. Second Five-Year Plan has allocated 
the sum of Rs. 563.00 lakhs largest on any single sub¬ 
head of the plan and also set apart the sums of Rs. 
37.00 lakhs and Rs 100.00 lakhs on road transport and 
tourism respectively. Tourism includes accommoda¬ 
tion in dak bungalows, rest houses and other high 
altitude spots etc. Tourist influx can be judged from 
the number of hotels, Restaurants which are running a 
good business in the State of Kashmir, 

Gulmarg ••• 9 Hotels, 1 Dak Bungalow 

Pahalgam ... 6 Hotels 

Shri Nagar .,.40 Hotels and 29 Restaurants 
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Tourists are the main source of income to the 
people of Kashmir. 

This is the general survey of the economic deve¬ 
lopment ot the people of Kashmir. Such peace time 
measures transforming dynamically the social life of the 
people would not be possible unless there is a whole¬ 
hearted co-operation from amongst the masses and such 
a co-operation in the gigantic task of nation building 
activities will not come forth unless the political 
conscience is clean and civil rights are honoured. 

Peace and tranquillity prevailing in Kashmir 
assured prosperity to the people. The entire society 
of Kashmir is engaged in national reconstruction. As 
a natutal consequence of the social and economic 
revolution on the background of a security ensured 
by In lian forces on the borders and the stability of 
the Government of the People chosen by them, 
Kashmiris are characteristically indifferent to the 
International debates regarding the matters which 
they consider should he decided by them and which 
have been decided by them in a manner most appro¬ 
priate in consistence with the modern concepts of 
civilisation. Kashmir, therefore, is no longer an 
international problem except for that part of Kashmir 
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